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The Aims and Methods of West German 
Neo-Colonialism 


The peoples of Asia and Africa have won great successes in the 
struggle against the shameful colonial system of capitalism since 
the Solidarity Conference of Bandung in 1954, This struggle is not 
finished; but the days of colonialism are numbered. 

The great peoples of Asia and Africa have shaken off the yoke of 
colonial rule and set up their own sovereign states. Today it is in 
Africa where the ideas of national liberation and independence have 
triumphed and dealt annihilating blows to the régime of colonial 
oppression. Africa has arisen. The peoples of that continent will no 
longer allow the imperialists to enslave and murder them, to pillage 
their wealth and chain them to a criminal policy of war. Like all 
peoples of the world, the Africans also wish to live in peace, freedom 
and independence. Only in these conditions could prosperity and 
culture for all unfold to full bloom. 


The peoples of Asia and Africa are backed by faithful allies in 
their just struggle. They are supported by the countries of socialism, 
where imperialism and colonialism have been deprived of all foun- 
dations, and where there are no more classes of society interested 
in looting foreign territories and enslaving other peoples. These 
countries include the German Democratic Republic. The GDR abides 
by the principles of peaceful co-existence and approves of the 
demands raised at the Bandung Conference. The GDR has given 
practical evidence, by its policy of active support of the anti- 
colonialist struggle of the Asiatic and African peoples, to show that 
it makes no concessions whatsoever to colonialists of the old brand 
or the new, and will give all conceivable friendly and fraternal aid to 
the peoples fighting for their liberation. 


The West German Federal Republic has adopted an entirely dif- 
ferent attitude towards the vital issues of the peoples and states of 
Africa and Asia. Although the West German imperialists assume the 
appearance of anti-colonialists, their foreign policy proves exactly 
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the opposite. German imperialism has at no time abandoned its 
colonialist ambitions, Continuing the “traditions” of the colonial 
policy pursued by the earlier imperialist German empire and by 
Hitler-fascism, West German trusts are once again anxious to attain 
colonialist positions. What they want is the re-distribution of colo- 
nial territories, 

The colonialist aspirations form an inseparable part of the aggres- 
sive and expansionist programme of West German militarism, which 
has once more raised its head and is threatening the world with 
the atomic weapons and rockets in its possession. 


It is no coincidence that the Federal Republic has for some time 
been devoting particular attention to the African continent, where 
140 million people are still subject to colonial domination. West 
German monopolies are all out to open up new tempting sources of 
profit in Africa. 

The main economic interests of West German trusts and large 
banks may be summed up as follows: 


—Exploitation of the abundant natural resources. West German 
industrial magnates are particularly interested in African raw 
material resources, since they feel at a disadvantage compared 
with rival undertakings of other imperialist states with regard 
to the supply of raw materials. 


—Expert of capital. West German financiers hope for higher 
profits than attainable in West Germany (colonial profits), on 
account of the higher degree of exploitation of labcur power in 
the colonial and dependent countries, 

—Winning new markets. West German business undertakings are 
anxious to obtain new markets for the sale of their export 
products. 


The aims of German imperialism today are the same as those 
pursued at the time of the Empire and of Hitler fascism. The present- 
day strategists of colonialism are of course obliged to take into 
account the changed situation in the world. They can no longer 
afford tio ignore the fact that colonialism is profoundly hated in 
Asia and Africa, and that the peoples of these two great continents 
are no longer prepared to allow an imperialist power to maintain 
the colonial system, or to re-establish it in any form. 


In their hopeless situation, modern colonialists resort to deception. 
In falsification of historical facts they try to create the impression, 
above all in the recently established sovereign states, that German 
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imperialism and colonialism belong to the past. Referring to the 
fact that Germany has not had any colonial possessions ever since 
the First World War, West German politicians proclaim that the 
Federal Republic is “an anti-colonialist power”. They make no 
mention, of course, that German imperialism did not voluntarily 
give up its colonies, and that its greed for foreign territories, new 
markets and spheres of influence numbered among the causes of 
the two World Wars. 


What is neo-colonialism? 


Neo-colonialism is in the first place a well thought-out system 
of economically subjugating underdeveloped countries, by 
means of the penetration of imperialist capital in one form or 
another, and by way of maintaining the backwardness of their 
national economy. 


The colonisers of our modern age apply the most various methods 
in pursuit of this object. Industrial barons and bankers are trying 
to attain a position of economic predominance for the Federal 
Republic in these countries, under the labels of “economic aid” to 
the “underdevoloped countries”, and “partnership between the 
industrial and developed countries”. They make use of such 
“proven” means as influencing the export of goods, capital invest- 
ments, granting state loans, concluding capital protection and other 
agreements. One of their declared aims consists in delaying the con- 
struction of national industries in the economically underdeveloped 
countries. The interference of West Germany in the internal affairs 
of states which have recently acquired their national independence, 
and of peoples still fighting for their independence, culminates in 
the attempt to impose the political doctrine of imperialism upon 
them. 

A phenomenon, which may be termed “collective colonialism” 
appears as a particularly subtle method applied by the neo-colonial- 
ists. Under the slogans “European Integration”, “Protection of the 
Common Interests of the Occident”, and malicious anti-communist 
watchwords, West German imperialism is trying to implement its 
colonialist aims in “partnership” with its allies in western Europe. 


This collective colonialism is expressed by the joint struggle of the 
imperialist NATO powers against the liberation movements of the 
peoples of Asia and Africa. It is generally known that the Federal 
Republic has hitherto taken sides with the colonialist powers in all 
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international conflicts, and at present continues to give active support 
to the French in the colonial war in Algeria. The treaties of Rome 
(“European Economic Community”), and “EURATOM”, (European 
Atomic Community) which were concluded largely by West German 
trusts and large banks, serve the implementation of common colo- 
nialist aims in the sphere of economic domination. These treaties, 
concluded in the common interest of international imperialism, and 
in shameful disregard of the national interests of the peoples still in 
a state of colonial dependence, are being utilised by West Germany 
to take root in the colonial territories and spheres of influence of 
other imperialist powers. Various international financial associations 
also serve as an instrument of collective colonialism. 

Yet the peoples of Africa and Asia are increasingly seeing through 
the methods applied by German imperialism in the effort to realise 
the aims of its colonial policy. 

The “Neue Ruhrzeitung”, Essen, admitted on October 26th 1957: 


“Today we are almost as incriminated in the eyes of many neutral 
states as the ex-colonial powers.” 

The special correspondent of the bourgeois paper “Die Welt” 
reported from Accra, the capital of Ghana: 

“The Federal Republic is today regarded as a close associate of 
France, and thus as responsible in part for French colonial policy... 
Little is left of the popularity still evident in Africa one and a half 
years ago of (West) Germany as a nation without colonies.” 

(“Die Welt”; Hamburg, April 28th 1958) 


The same correspondent cabled similar reports three days later 
from Tangier where the representatives of the Arab states had come 
together. 


Il. 


Imperialist Germany Grabs for Colonies—Historical 
Survey up to 1945 


1. Economic Background 


German imperialism can look back over a long period of colonial 
history, studded with sanguinary marauding expeditions. 


The expansion of imperialist Germany began in the eighties of 
the last century. In those days heavy industrial trusts, which were 
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constantly in search of new markets, cheap sources of raw materials 
and spheres of economic influence for the turbulent growth of their 
production sprang up in Germany. 


The propagation of expansionist plans, directed towards the 
conquest of foreign territories was conducted systematically and 
under the direct guidance of the magnates of heavy industry. Even 
during the preparatory period of colonialism a large number of colo- 
nialist associations and societies sprang up, which were intended 
to win public opinion for the idea of colonialist adventures. In 188! 
the Association for German Culture Abroad (Verein fiir das Deutsch- 
tum im Ausland — VDA) was founded, an organisation which is once 
again continuing its ill-fated activities in West Germany today. (See 
page 76); the German Colonial Association (Deutscher Kolonial- 
verein) was founded in 1882; the Society for German Colonisation 
(Gesellschaft fiir Deutsche Kolonisation) was established in 1884. 
During the period immediately preceding the First World War, 
which was marked by German imperialist efforts to bring about a 
redistribution of the world, the All-German League (Altdeutscher 
Verband), established in 1890 and backed by kings of heavy industry 
such as Kirdorf, Krupp, Thyssen and Hugenberg, played a prominent 
part. It defined the aims of its foreign policy as follows: 


“Quite apart from the economic requirements of our present 
times, the general trend of our entire political development, as 
shown by the course of history, calls for a spiritual, material 
and authoritative expansion of the empire and of the strong 
German nation ‘beyond the black-white and red borders, beyond 
the seas and all over the surface of the globe.” 


(Prof. Heyk, “Die geschichtliche Berechtigung des deutschen Natio- 
nalbewuBtseins” (the historical justification of the German national 
consciousness), speech at the All-German League, 1896, published in 
1897) 


B. Dernburg, head- of the colonial department of the Foreign 
Office of Kaiser Wilhelm II, made the following comment on the 
aims of German colonialism on January 8th 1907: 


“Colonisation means cultivation of the soil; utilisation of 
natural wealth, of plants, animals, and above all of the inhabi- 
tants of regions to be colonised—regardless whether by planters 
or by settlers; all these resources must be made to serve the 
economy of the colonising nation, which, in return, must dispense 
its more advanced culture, its moral ideas, its better methods...” 
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2. Centres of Expansion 
The main directions of German imperialist expansion up to the 
First World War were as follows: 


a) Africa 


In view of the fact that the rest of the world had by that time 
been almost completely distributed, the expansionist designs of Ger- 
man economic circles eager for colonial profits were directed towards 
those regions of Africa which had not yet been shared out among 
the other imperialist powers. The German colonial strategists began 
by sending out individual wholesale traders and other businessmen, 
who established “private” firms; these formed the core of the 
colonial establishments of the German empire, which inevitably 
followed in the trail of these ‘pioneers’, They enjoyed the active 
support of the various missionary societies. In this way the regions 
of South West Africa, Cameroons, Togo and East Africa, fell into 
the hands of German imperialism within a short space of time 
during the year 1884. The colonial officers called by the businessmen 
and missionaries surreptitiously tricked native tribal chiefs into the 
conclusion of so-called “Protective Agreements”, by playing up rival 
tribes against each other, by means of unscrupulous fraud, and by 
threatening or using violence. These “Agreements” were misused by 
the unwelcomed intruders for the seizure of the entire wealth of the 
respective region. The African population was robbed of its native 
territories and its livestock; they were doomed to a life of slave 
labour, or driven back into “Native Reserves”, which hardly offered 
the most elementary vital requirements. They were consciously 
weakened and doped with alcohol; whole tribes were polluted with 
syphilis as a result of the excesses of the colonial army. 

The African population courageously resisted the usurpers. For 
many years they put up a desperate fight against German colonial 
troops equipped with machine guns and cannons, themselves armed 
with clubs, spears and shields, or at the most with simple hand 
fire-arms. In the Cameroons the German colonial. government used 
the warships “Bismarck” and “Olga” to suppress risings. The 
Bakwiri tribe was able to maintain its independence for ten years 
(up to 1895), and German domination was not fully established 
throughout the Cameroons before the year 1901. In Togo there was 
a rising of oppressed Africans in 1897 and 1898; many of the rebels 
were massacred in so-called “punitive expeditions”. The German 
colonial militarist Wissmann staged gruesome blood-baths in East 
Africa. In 1889 he suppressed a rising of the Arabs who ruled the 
coast; during the years 1881 to 1893, and again in 1905 and 1906 the 
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native population of the interior of the country confronted German 
colonial troops in many battles. The heroic resistance of the Hereros 
and Hottentots in South West Africa has gone down in the annals of 
history of that continent as one of the most glorious episodes. For 
three years—from 1904—1907—they managed to hold out against the 
German colonial army, after a period of repeated risings. 


Whenever the African population stood up against the looting of 
their country, their herds or others of their means of existence, they 
were mercilessly shot down or abandoned to death from hunger and 
thirst by the German colonial army. The monstrous sadism of the 
German colonial rulers is expressed in a declaration sent to the 
Hereros by General von Trotha on October 2nd 1904: 


“The tribe of the Hereros must now leave the land. Every 
Herero met within the German frontiers, with or without a 
rifle, with or without cattle, shall be shot. I shall admit no more 
women and children; I shall either drive them back to their 
tribes, or have them shot.” 


(Quoted from “General-Anzeiger fiir Dortmund und das gesamte 
rheinisch-westfalische Industriegebiet”, Dortmund, March 6th 1931) 


This edict was read out at each roll-call of troops, which then 
acted on the orders of their commander-in-chief. The Hereros—men, 
women and children—were driven in many thousands to the Kalahari 
desert, which in those days was completely dried up. They were 
subsequently found there in a state of miserable starvation and 
thirst, They had dug 15 to 20 metres into the sand with their bare 
hands in the hope of finding water. About 80,000 Hereros were killed 
in this systematic extermination campaign, which had nothing in 
common with regular warfare. 


The official communiqué of the colonial army stated: 


“The isolation of the sand field, maintained with inflexible 
severity over a period of many months, completed the work of 
annihilation. The military reports issued by General von Trotra 
in those days contained no sensational news. The drama took 
place upon the sombre stage of the sand field. But when the 
rains came and when light gradually began to spread over the 
stage, our patrols penetrated to the frontier of Bechuanaland, 
where a gruesome panorama of armies perished of thirst was 
revealed to their eyes.” 
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In the sandy waste of the Kalahari, a 


“trodden footpath lined with human skulls and skeletons and 
thousands of carcasses, particularly of cattle, marked the way 
which the Hereros must have taken in their flight towards the 
North East. 


The dense bush by the wayside in particular was littered with 
hundreds of carcasses lying beside and on top of one another... 


All traces indicate that this retreat was a march of death...” 


This report cynically concludes: 


“The judgement had been passed. The Hereros had ceased 
to be an independent tribe.” 


(War historical section I of the great general staff, “The Battles of 
German Troops in South West Africa” volume 1: “The Campaign 
against the Hereros”, Berlin, 1906, page 214) 


The Hottentots waged a desperate guerrilla war, making use of 


the military experience of the Boers. They also counted thousands 
of victims. 


According to the lowest estimates altogether 150,000 Africans 


were killed by the German colonial army. 


The causes of the risings of African natives and the interrelations 


between economic interests and military power are clearly shown 
by the example of the former German colony of South West Africa: 


“The natives were deprived of their land by the large licensed 
land companies by cunning or force, so that they were left 
entirely without means of subsistence. The licensed companies, 
however, did not by any means use their possessions to cultivate 
the land.... No, indeed, they were purely speculative under- 
takings, which left large spaces entirely lie waste... 


It was these companies which tormented and provoked the 
natives to the utmost and which finally drove them to revolt. 
The licensees made a far more profitable business in the sup- 
pression of risings and in the colonial war, than they could ever 
have made by cultivating the land. This explains how the 
“Deutsche Kolonialgesellschaft fiir Sitidwestafrika” (German 
Colonial Association for South West Africa) ...was able to pay 
out an admirable dividend of 20 per cent to its share holders in 
1905, in the middle of the war!” 


(“General-Anzeiger fiir Dortmund und das gesamte rheinisch-west- 
falische Industriegebiet”, Dortmund, March 6th 1931) 


This then was the real truth behind the “return gift of a more 
advanced culture”, the “moral ideas’ and the “superior methods” 
so highly praised by Herr Dernburg. 


b) The Far East 


The advance of German imperialism in the Far East ran parallel 
with the seizure of colonies in Africa, In December 1884 Germany 
had taken hold of the northern coast of Irian (New Guinea) and the 
New British Archipelago. In 1885 Germany annexed the Solomons 
and the Marshall Isles. In 1894 and 1895 German imperialism for the 
first time gained a firm footing in South Asia; in 1897 Germany 
occupied Kiouchou, which served as a springboard for German 
imperialism in the struggle of the imperialist powers for supremacy 
in China, which ensued not long after. At the turn of the century, 
when the Chinese peasants, had united in the secret league “The 
Great Fist” (or “Boxers’) to fight under the slogan: ‘Fight the 
Manchus and Oust the Foreigners”, against the brutal colonisation 
of their country, the German Kaiser sent off an intervention army 
of 17,000 men on July 27th, 1900, from Hamburg with the following 
words: 


“T shall not rest before the German flag, united with those 
of other powers, victoriously flies over China, dictating peace 
to the Chinese from the heights of the walls of Peking. There 
will be no pardon. Prisoners will not be taken!” 


The German imperialists were only able to enlarge their colonial 
possessions to a very small extent, owing to the fact that they met 
with growing resistance on the part of the other imperialist states. 
The colonies of imperialist Germany before the First World War 
nevertheless extended over a total area of 2,657,000 square kilo- 
metres, with about 12.4 million inhabitants. 


c) The Nearand Middle East 


During the nineties of the last century the Near and Middle East 
increasingly moved within the sphere of German imperialist expan- 
sionist designs. Taking advantage of the financial difficulties of 
individual countries and of differences between the other imperialist 
states, the German imperialists began to penetrate into the latter’s 
spheres of interest. The Bagdad railway project, and the other 
investment projects linked with it, was made the central undertaking 
of German expansionist policy in the interest of the large German 
banking and industrial concerns. In the hands of German imperial- 
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ism, this project represented the key to the complete economic 
subjugation of Turkey. Economic penetration was followed by the 
intensification of political influence, with the ultimate consequence 
of Turkey joining the First World War to fight on the side of Ger- 
man imperialism. 


In Iran the German imperialists tried to gain a foothold under 
the pretext that their state was not a colonial power. Under the 
banner of a “benevolent policy” the German Empire made use of 
the national liberation movement of the people of Iran in its own 
struggle against England and tsarist Russia. The Persian ruler was 
supported by the German Empire with arms and money. This was 
done with intent to prepare the establishment of a German Protecto- 
rate in Iran, so as to enable German monopolies to take part in the 
exploitation of the abundant resources of mineral oil and ultimately 
to take possession of this wealth. 


d) Morocco Crises 


The seizure of colonies in Africa and in the Far East, and the 
colonial penetration in the Near and Middle East, had for the time 
being set an end to German imperialist expansion. The distribution 
of the world among the imperialist powers had in the main been 
completed around the turn of the century. German monopolies and 
large banks considered that they had been allotted far too small a 
share. 


In view of the rapid growth of industrial production. in Germany 
and of repeated crises called forth by over-production, German Big 
Business began to demand the re-distribution of the world. 


The particularly marked aggressive nature of German imperialism 
in pursuit of its colonial plans was revealed with glaring con- 
spicuity in the crises which it brought about in Morocco. 


As far back as 1905 the German Kaiser had formulated the Ger- 
man claims when visiting that country. He demanded that France 
should recognise the equality of German business interests in the 
exploitation of North Africa. In 1911 the German Government sent 
warships to Moroccan territorial waters (‘Panther’s Leap of Agadir’) 
to enforce German colonial interests in North Africa against French 
competition. The Mannesmann concern in particular came to the 
fore among German monopolies interested in North Africa. The 
barons of German heavy industry hoped to open up a new and 
extremely profitable source of supply by the seizure of the rich 
Moroccan ore deposits. 
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The activities of German imperialism in North Africa had led 
Europe up to the brink of war even in 1911, and ultimately contrib- 
uted in a decisive way to the causes of the First World War. 


3. The Annexation Programme of German Imperialism during the 
First World War and the Loss of its Colonies 


In 1914 German imperialism took to the re-distribution of the 
world by force, resorting to war as a means of realising its plans. 
The expansionist aims openly proclaimed by the German imperialists 
as regards Europe, consisted in the conquest of Belgium, Luxemburg, 
the north of France and large parts of Russia. Outside Europe they 
were directed towards the Near and Middle East, to North and 
Central Africa. 

Even in 1917 when it was becoming obvious that the war was lost 
for German imperialism, they were still hoping to maintain and 
extend their colonial possessions; this was expressed by the historian 
Hans Delbriick in the following words: 


“If our victory is great enough we may hope to unite the 
whole of Central Africa as well as our old territories in the south 
west with the mother country...” 

The issue of the First World War prevented German imperialism 
from realising these plans. Germany lost all of its former colonial 
possessions, which were distributed by the victorious powers among 
themselves. German imperialism thus by no means surrendered its 
colonies voluntarily, but was compelled to do so by a lost war. 


4. The Effort of German Imperialism to Regain its Colonies 


The result of the First World War led to a considerable reduction 
of the German sphere of influence, and thus to a considerable 
weakening of the German economic potential. Germany was tempo- 
rarily excluded from the ranks of the great powers. In view of the 
fact that the old class forces of imperialism had survived in Ger- 
many, German monopoly and finance capital were able to continue 
their policy. 

The economic revival of German imperialism inevitably led to the 
revival of its claims to political power and its expansionist plans. 
One of the main propagators of colonial policy in those days was the 
Lord Mayor of Cologne, the present Federal Chancellor Dr, Konrad 
Adenauer, who wrote in the journal “Europaische Gesprache”, Ham- 
burger Monatshefte fiir Auswartige Politik”, No. 12, December 1927, 
page 611: 
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“The German Reich must by all means strive for the 
acquisition of colonies. There is not enough space within the 
Reich itself for the large population. Those who are a little more 
audacious and ambitious will leave us if they can find no field 
of activity within the motherland, while there would be plenty 
of opportunities for them in the colonies. We must have more 
space for our people and we therefore need colonies. 


Colonial mandates are of course less desirable for the German 
Reich than the possession of its own colonies, To begin with, 
however, efforts should be made to obtain colonial mandates, 
which would at least get us a little further; yet the ultimate aim 
of obtaining colonies of our own should never be lost sight of...” 


(“Europaische Gesprache, Hamburger Monatshefte fiir Auswartige 
Politik”, Nr. 12, Dezember 1927, Seite 611.) 


The existence of hundreds of colonial societies and associations 
under the Weimar Republic proves the stubborn endeavours made 
by the German imperialists to regain their colonies. 


5. The Aggressive Attitude of Hitler Germany towards the Colonial 
Question 


The “acquisition” of colonies was not missing in the expansionist 
programme of Hitler fascism. Shortly after Germany had denounced 
the Pact of Locarno and occupied the Rhineland in 1936, Herr von 
Neurath, who was then Foreign Minister, stated: 


“Germany has regained the Rhineland. Soon it will also regain the 
colonies.” 


This declaration by the Foreign Minister fully corresponded with 
the official programme of the Nazi party, which contained the 
demand for German. colonial possessions under item 3. 


In pursuit of this aim the Hitler fascists took advantage of the 
extremely indulgent attitude, especially of the British Government, 
with regard to their expansionist. ambitions directed towards the 
east. They requested this Government to return the former German 
colonies, even resorting to open threats. This is shown by talks 
between Hitler and Lord Halifax, British Foreign Minister at the 
time, on November 19th 1937, when Hitler stated with reference to 
the colonial question: 


“There are two alternatives: firstly the free play of forces. 
One is not sure about the colonies which Germany would take 
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in that case. The other alternative would be a_ reasonable 
solution. Reasonable solutions would have to be based upon 
legitimate claims, i.e. Germany would be entitled to regain its 
former possessions.” 


Hitler Germany set out upon the first alternative, of “the free play 
of forces’, thus unleashing the Second World War. German imperial- 
ism hoped in this way to be able to realise its plans. 


Hitler’s diplomat Etzdorf—today Permanent Secretary of the 
Foreign Office in Bonn—elaborated a plan in 1940, according to which 
the French and Belgian Congo, French Equatorial Africa, Uganda, 
Zanzibar, Nigeria, the Gold Coast (Ghana), part of Kenya and the 
former German colonies should become colonial possessions of Ger- 
man imperialism. The first step along this path was to be the 
replacement of British colonial rule by way of the military conquest 
of all countries of the Near and Middle East. The fascist military 
high command issued corresponding secret instructions to the high 
commands of all branches of the armed forces, according to which 
the battle for the conquest of the Suez Canal zone and Egypt was 
to have been opened in November 1941. This was the purpose to 
which the so-called “Afrika Korps” of the fascist “Wehrmacht” was 
called into being. The secret instruction No. 32, issued by the fascist 
military high command on July 11th 1941, stipulated that Rommel’s 
Afrika Korps should conquer the Suez Canal and Egypt. The 
subjection of Turkey, Syria, Palestine, Iran and Iraq, and the 
occupation of important positions in the Persian Gulf were also 
envisaged. 


The German fascists were out to replace British and French rule 
by German colonial rule in these regions. The failure of this project, 
and the fact that the Federal Republic is today able to appear in 
the garb of an anti-colonialist power are rooted in the renewed 
defeat of German imperialism in the Second World War. 


HT. 


West German Imperialism Urges an Active 
Colonial Policy 


Demands for German Colonies and Participation in Colonial Exploitation 


After the Second World War two states developed in Germany; 
their structure and aims stand in glaring contrast to each other. 
The German Democratic Republic in the east of Germany has once 
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and for all turned away from the imperialist past, whereas in the 
west of Germany the imperialist colonial powers actively contrib- 
uted to the reorganisation of the forces of German imperialism, 
seriously incriminated by their political crimes, and thus ultimately 
to the formation of the separatist state of the German Federal 
Republic. In the Federal Republic the same militarists and state 
burocrats, the same monopolists and industrial tycoons are still in 
power; their declared programme has always envisaged the seizure 
of colonies and the “penetration” of foreign countries; today these 
elements have resumed their struggle for the conquest of colonial 
positions, partly using different methods, 


The West German Federal Chancellor Adenauer, speaking at a 
meeting convened in West Berlin on February Ist 1953 by the Ger- 
man Peasants’ Association (Deutscher Bauernverband) on the 
occasion of the “Green Week”, made the following statement: 


“I believe that the task to be solved is a task of national 
importance. We can try to keep young peasants like this on the 
land, especially if they are comparatively free, so that they 
might one day help to re-colonise the east. I have pronounced 
this word ‘re-colonise’ with great emphasis; I think that the 
task I am referring to could be described by this term.” 


(Bulletin of the Press and Information Bureau of the Federal Govern- 
ment, Bonn, No. 22, 3.2. 1953) 


Wilhelm Gontrom, Deputy of the Christian Democratic Union to 
the Federal Parliament, who described the “Common Market” as 
being “the European hit for the future”, recommended the colonisa- 
tion of the Sahara by Germans, stating: 


“If French Central Africa owes its economic development to 
the Germans... we have great chances of settling those 260,000 
peasants, stated by Minister Liibke to be surplus within the 
Federal Republic, in the Sahara.” 


(“Deutscher Kurier”, May 3rd, 1957) 


The above quoted statement made by Herr Liibke, then Federal 
Minister of Food and today Federal President, is confirmed by an 
interview which he granted to a UPI correspondent on March 16th 
1959, on the occasion of his visit to the Union of South Africa. In 
this interview he identified himself with the colonial fascist elements 
in the Union of South Africa, who are forcibly excluding the native 
African population from the exploitation of the country’s natural 
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wealth and from the cultivation of the land, which German imperial- 
ism is also anxious to “colonise”. (See Social Democratic Party 
Information Service, Bonn, April 30th 1959) 


In a broadcast over the Bavarian radio on January 2nd 1957 
Dr. Eugen Gerstenmaier, President of the West German Federal 
Parliament and President of the (West) “German Africa Society”, 
regretted that West Germany had not yet regained its position 
among the ranks of the world’s great powers. He continued: 


“This does not mean, however, that we shall continue inde- 
finitely to play the part of the passive spectator. The events 
which will come to pass in Africa and in Central Africa in the 
course of the coming 20 years not merely concern the English, 
the Belgians, the French and the Portuguese, or in brief the 
colonial powers up to the present; they are certainly a matter 
of concern for the whole of Europe and surely for us Germans 
as well.” 


(Bulletin of the Press and Information Bureau of the Federal 
Government Bonn, January 4 th, 1957). 


In April 1959 the West German Foreign Minister von Brentano 
discussed “North African Problems” with the Spanish dictator 
General Franco during an official visit to Madrid. Speaking on this 
subject at a press conference in Madrid, Brentano stated that it 
would correspond to the common interests of both countries, “if the 
Mediterranean and North Africa were not lost for Europe.” 


(“Die Welt”, Hamburg, April 10th 1958) 


Although representatives of the Federal Republic, who think in 
more realistic terms, have come to recognise that the old methods 
of colonialism can no longer lead to the desired effect, the blood- 
stained German colonialists of old, who may freely pursue their 
aims in West Germany, are once again quite openly calling for the 
return of the former German colonies. 


The following statement was made in justification of the colonial 
claims: 

“The western powers have failed to develop any practicable 
ideas about the future order in Europe... The Germans are most 
suited for doing justice to their European task.” (‘‘Nation 
Europa”, Coburg, No. 4, 1958) 


Reinhold Bander, then deputy of the All-German Block party 
(BHE), welcomed a remark by the American Senator Allan Ellender, 


19 


who said in 1951 that Germany should be given back its old colonies, 
Bander demanded: 


“The western powers should entrust the Federal Republic 
with the administration of one of the last German colonies; it 
would make no difference which of the former German colonies, 
now under the United Nations, this would be.” 


(“Miinchener Merkur”, February 24th 1954) 


In 1954 the British journal “World News” published a _ report, 
according to which the former Reich Minister for Economic Affairs 
and Hitler’s financial ‘wizard’ Dr. Hjalmar Schacht, had called for 
the return of Togo, the French Cameroons and Ruanda-Urundi to the 
Federal Republic, in a confidential letter addressed to a group of 
industrialists in Essen, and that he had expressed the hope that the 
United States would back this claim, 


The bulletin “Deutsche Afrika-Orient-Informationen”, Bad Godes- 
berg, wrote at the beginning of 1958: 


“The Federal Republic has a legitimate claim to the protecto- 
rates (!) of which it was robbed and which are ours by right and by 
God.” 


This statement continues, that it was a ‘duty’ 
“to take part in working for the return of the Reich to Africa and 
not only to Africa.” 


The exclusive organisation known as “Volksbewegung fiir Kaiser 
und Reich” (national movement for emperor and empire) which 
unites elements in favour of restoration and the monarchy in West 
Germany, has taken up in its programme the return of the former 
German colonies in Africa. 

“The German colonies have been under the control of the League 
of Nations as mandates since 1920, and now they are protectorates 
of the United Nations. The right of ownership of these regions can- 
not be denied to Germany; therefore a new regulation will have to 
be found to re-establish this right of ownership.” 


The return of the colonies is substantiated by an alleged “histori- 
cal and civilisational justification”; Germany is described as the 
rightful “owner” of these colonies, 


(“Kaiser und Reich”, Wetter an der Ruhr, November 1957) 


These examples show that the incorrigible colonialist die-hards 
are still refusing to accept the loss of their colonial possessions. 
Under the headline: “The Robbery of our Colonies” the “Deutsche 


20 


Soldatenzeitung”, organ of West German militarism, described the 
expropriation of capital yielding colonial profits as “a measure in 
defiance of international Jaw”. The colonialists clamour about the 
loss of fifty thousand million gold marks of investment capital, 
“valuable settlement regions (German South West Africa, the high- 
lands of the Cameroons and East Africa) as well as plantation and 
trading regions with hopeful prospects for the future, where the 
total volume of trade had increased five times reaching a value of 
519 million marks during the last 10 years before the war.” 


(“Deutsche Soldatenzeitung”’, Munich, October 1/1959) 


West German concerns are once again raising their colonial claims. 
The “Industriekurier”, the press publication of heavy industrialist 
circles, called for the concession of equal rights to West German 
monopoly capital in the exploitation of the ‘international sources 
of raw materials’ by the colonial powers. In view of the aggressive 
demands raised by West German monopolies 


“many impartial observers” were “asking even today, how much 
longer it would be possible... for industrial powers such as 
Germany to be completely excluded from the sources of world 
supply.” 

(“Industriekurier”’, Diisseldorf, March 25th 1957) 

A few months later the same paper wrote: 

“We shall not be able to ensure our lives by the phrase about 
anti-colonialism. The Americans and the whole of the free west will 
at last have to begin to see things as they are... What the white 
man still owns and rules today must be retained at all costs... The 
white man only needs to regain confidence in himself. He must also 
understand once again that politics just cannot be made without 
power.” 

(“Industriekurier” Diisseldorf, December 7th, 1957). 


Herr Carstens, a leading official of the West German Foreign 
Office, speaking on May 23rd 1957 at a meeting of the special com- 
mittee of the Federal Parliament for the “Common Market” and 
EURATOM, advocated common action by all imperialist states in 
regard to the colonial question; he clearly indicated that West Ger- 
many was hoping in this way to secure colonial positions for itself. 
Carstens said: 

“It is obviously easier to promote the development of the Afri- 
can regions in the most favourable sense for’ Europe, if Europe 
appears in these regions as a community of states and not 
merely as the former motherland.” 
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The objection raised by the Social Democratic deputy Herr Kal- 
bitzer, to the effect that West Germany would in this way be taking 
part in the colonial policy, was answered by Carstens as follows: 


“Without the treaty on the association of overseas territories, 
we should not have had any possibility of intervening in French 
colonial territory.” *) 


The further animation of the neo-colonialist policy of the Aden- 
auer Government with the aim of intensifying West German influ- 
ence in Africa, was announced at the regional conference of West 
German diplomats accredited in Africa in Addis Abeba at the end 
of October 1959. The assembled representatives of the Adenauer 
Government tried in vain to find ways of underminig the constant- 
ly growing prestige of the GDR as a genuinely anti-colonialist power 
and ally of the peoples of Asia and Africa. West German diplomats 
regard friendly relations between these peoples and the GDR as a 
“danger” to their colonialist designs. They announced the intention 
of their government to employ so-called “social attachés” at their 
diplomatic representations in Africa, with a view to influencing 
African trade union policy. According to Bonn, “nothing should be 
done in the dependent regions, which might endanger the vital inter- 
ests of the motherland”. In this way the conference of West German 
diplomats assured the colonial régime still existing in Africa of its 
full support. 


(““Westdeutsches Tageblatt”, Dortmund, October 30th, 1959). 


2. NATO as a Cloak for Colonialist Designs 


A task of particular importance with a view to serving colonialist 
interests has been assigned to NATO. The policy of NATO coincides 
with imperialist colonial policy in many points. 


In 1957 war minister Strauss together with the inspector-general 
of the Federal Army, Nazi general Heusinger and other West German 
officers visited Algeria, in order to inspect the French rocket testing 
site in the Sahara, and to conduct talks on the joint Franco-West 
German production of rockets and atomic weapons. On November 
25th 1957 Heusinger addressed an audience at the exclusive Hansa- 
Club in the Atlantic Hotel, Hamburg; the membership of this club is 
composed of prominent representatives of West German commercial 
circles pushing towards the international markets. Heusinger said on 
that occasion, that the West was “too much on the defensive” in the 


*) For further utterances by leading West German personalities on the colonial 
role of the ‘“‘Common Market” see page 54, 
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countries of Asia and Africa. The national liberation movements in 
India, Indonesia and North Africa, he said, constituted a consider- 
able “threat” to western strategy: 


“The situation in India will have to be taken more firmly in 
hand”, 

In view of the fact that Algeria is playing an important part in 
NATO strategy, Heusinger called for more effective support for 
France in the colonial war in Algeria. He propagated the theory of 
“local conflicts” for the maintenance of western positions in Africa, 
and mentioned the Near East as the most preferential theatre of 
operations. 


West Germany is interested and taking an active part in the 
creation of an extensive network of NATO bases. The African 
continent today forms the focal point of attention. 


After his return from an “inspection tour” of Algeria, the West 
German general Speidel expressed his satisfaction 


“about the abundant oil deposits there, which will allow the 
installation of comparatively secure pipelines for the North At- 


lantic Pact.” 
(“Allgemeine Zeitung”, Mainz, July 18th, 1959). 


This is the opinion of Hitler’s closest diplomatic and military asso- 
ciate, who is responsible for the murders of the former King of 
Jugoslavia and of the French Foreign Minister Barthou in addition 
to numerous war crimes, and who is the present commander-in-chief 
of the land forces of NATO. 

The inclusion of Africa in NATO strategic planning becomes mani- 
fest in the so-called “Eurafrica Conception”, which envisages the 
annexation of Africa to a western Europe dominated by German 
militarists and Big Business. (See page 46) 


The former general Leo Freiherr Geyer von Schweppenburg, liv- 
ing in West Germany, described Africa as the “vole of European 
economic and defence strategy”. The West was faced by another 
vitally important political problem, apart from the “East-West 
Problem”, namely the “North-South Problem”, i.e. the relationship 
between Europe and Africa. This problem should be viewed from 
the “European-African angle”. (“Wehr und Wirtschaft”, Stuttgart, 
No. 2/3 and 5, 1958.) 


The former French chief of general staff Georges Revers was 
warmly applauded by the representatives of the Federal Republic, 
when he made the following statement at the 7th Congress of the 


23 


European Centre of Documentation and Information at the Escorial 
near Madrid (see page 49): 


“Apart from everything else Eurafrica is a military imperative 
for modern strategy which thinks in terms of continents.... The 
Mediterranean is the backbone of European NATO strategy, the At- 
lantic that of American strategy. Africa is the logical base for the 
defence of Europe in a rocket war. Only the Sahara is far enough 
away from the Russian rockets to be useful as a strategic comple- 
ment of Europe. Modern weapons make Eurafrica a necessity.” 


(“Rheinischer Merkur’, Cologne, July 18th, 1958). 


The former Brigadier General in the Nazi army, A. L. Ratdiffe 
made the following assertion in “Wehrkunde’”, the official journal 
of the West German war ministry: 


“Confined, overpopulated Europe with its poor natural resour- 
ces will in future neither be able to live without the production 
of Africa, nor be defended without the parts of the African 
space.” 

(“Wehrkunde”, Munich, No 6/1957) 


The tasks of the NATO bases in Africa were characterised as fol- 
lows by this ex-Nazi General: 


“The American airfields in Morocco, Libya and on the coast of 
the Persian Gulf are to serve as jumping-off and invasion bases 
for the strategical air forces in their operations against South 
Russia in the event of a general war... The same task would 
be assigned to the 6th American fleet stationed in the Mediter- 
ranean.” 

(ibid.) 

These NATO bases are not only intended as bases of aggression 
against the socialist states, but they also serve imperialist colonial 
policy against the national liberation movements of the African 
peoples. 

“Finally military bases provide the military foundation for poli- 
tical intervention in times of peace; they nearly always func- 
tion as centres of prestige, power and cultural importance of 
their owners, thus enabling the exertion of pressure and the 
establishment and enforcement of interests in the surrounding 
regions—even without the direct use of military force.” 

(ibid.) 

This NATO policy, to which West Germany is affiliated as an ac- 
tive member by virtue of the Paris Agreements, is at present being 


24 


implemented in Africa by at least 17 NATO air bases and 8 NATO 
naval bases. The following NATO bases are situated in Africa: 


Air bases: 


6 in Morocco (Sidi, Blimane, Nouaceur, Ben Guério, Louis Gen- 
til, Boulhaut, Rabat), 

in Libya (Wheelus Field, Benghasi, El Adam, Derna), 

in Ethiopia (Massana), 

Kenya (Kismu, Nairobi), 

in Tanganyika (Daressalam, Tabura), 

in Uganda (Entebbe), 

in Liberia (Morris-Field), 
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Naval bases: 


in Morocco (Cacablanca, Agadir), 

in Algeria (Algiers), 

in Tunis (Bizerta), 

Kenya (Mombassa), 

in Tanganyika (Daressalam), 

in the Belgian Congo (Banana), 

in the Union of South Africa (Simonstown), 
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The French military journal “Revue Militaire Générale” in its edi- 
tion of November 1959, made mention of a military axis which ex- 
tended from Bone (Algeria) over Fort Lamy (French Equatorial Afri- 
ca), and Brazzaville (Congo Colony) to Nairobi (Kenya). 


It stated that: 


“Africa” was “absolutely essential in the strategy of European 
war... NATO has certain interests in the maintenance of the 
African continent under the control (!) of the free world (under- 
stand: the imperialist colonial powers — the ed.)... It exercises 
a decisive function as a base for air operations as a rocket 
launching site, a base for naval operations, an arsenal, etc.” 


“Revue Militaire Générale” also published details of a NATO plan, 
established with the active co-operation of West German generals, 
which envisages the establishment of rocket launching sites in Africa, 
“destined for missiles to be sent to the European regions of the Dan- 
ube andSouth Russia”;this plan furthermore envisages the occupation 
of large parts of Africa, by NATO troops, in order to gain control 
over this continent, to prevent the formation of a state of the North 
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African community of nations (Maghreb), etc. The demand is raised 
that the NATO powers with colonial possessions — i. e. France, Great 
Britain, Belgium and Portugal — should co-ordinate their military 
operations in Africa and form a consolidated imperialist military 
block extending from the Mediterranean down to the Cape of Good 
Hope. This block is to become known as “SATO” (South Atlantic 
Pact). The Union of South Africa is one of the most fervent sup- 
porters of the plan, intended as the African counterpart to the 
aggressive South East Asian Pact (SEATO), and to be closely co- 
ordinated with NATO, in which, as we know, West Germany already 
holds important key positions. 


3. Gchlen Espionage Service Organises Fifth Column 


The German imperialists are accustomed to employ a wide net- 
work of spies and agents in pursuit of their colonialist aims. Sub- 
versive activities are in the main concentrated in the hands of the 
official government-sponsored “Federal Intelligence Service’, oper- 
ating under the seal of strict secrecy with an annual budget of 44.2 
million marks. It is “presided” over by ex-Nazi Brigadier General 
Gehlen, who was in charge of the espionage organisation “Fremde 
Heere Ost” of the fascist military high command under Hitler. The 
full-time staff of the “Federal Intelligence Service’ is composed 
almost exclusively of former personnel of the fascist Reich Central 
Security Office and the Security Service, many of whom received 
special training for the colonial service under Hitler. 


On May 27th 1955 the French journal “La Tribune des Nations” 
published a report on the establishment of an “Africa House” in 
Stuttgart, where the Gehlen organisation was training young reserves 
for the espionage service in Africa. In addition to the spying depart- 
ments for Tunis, Morocco and Algeria previously established, an- 
other special department was opened in September 1956, to deal ex- 
clusively with spying activities in French West and Equatorial 
Africa, 


According to information issued by the Federal Chancery “this 
institution was installed for the purpose of obtaining all useful 
data ‘on regions in which German capital...is invested’.” 


(“La Tribune des Nations”, Paris, June 7th 1957). 


The main field of operations for West German spies is situated in 
the former German colonies and in regions where members of Rom- 
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mel’s fascist army had disappeared. The Gehlen organisation is 
particularly active in South West Africa, where 13,000 of the 50,000 
inhabitants of European origin came from Germany. In Tanganyika 
(formerly German East Africa), the Gehlen organisation maintains 
close contacts with nationalists of German origin living there, 
strengthening the pro-West German group of the “Party of Feder- 
ative Independence”, according to the French paper “Le Monde”’. 


The above mentioned report in “La Tribune des Nations” of June 
7th 1957 states: 


“Faithful to an old German tradition the Gehlen service not 
only employs its own official agents, but also all merchants, 
technicians, etc. who maintain contacts with Africa and visit 
that continent with increasing frequency. These are also the 
people who serve as liaison men to the members of the Gehlen 
services operating in Africa who give them instructions and 
receive information from them.” 


Thus the Gehlen agents are charged with finding out details about 
French forces in Africa and other institutions of their imperialist 
partners. (ibid.) 


In view of the constant growth in extent and significance of con- 
tacts between the GDR and the peoples and states of Africa, West 
German imperialism is intensifying its activities to undermine mu- 
tual understanding between the African peoples and the democratic 
anti-imperialist part of Germany. 


This was one of the main tasks of the regional conference of West 
German diplomats accredited in Africa, convened by the West Ger- 
man Foreign Office in Addis Abeba towards the end of October 1959. 


4. “Occidental Academy” and “European Documentary and 
Information Centre” Engage in Colonialist Propaganda 


The “Occidental Academy” (Abendlindische Akademie) with its 
seat in Munich is one of the most exclusive and influential groups 
in West Germany which has dedicated itself to the cause of colo- 
nialism, 


The membership of the “Occidental Academy” is composed of the 
élite of West German government leaders and of the catholic hier- 
archy. Members include prominent figures such as the Federal Mi- 
nister of Foreign Affairs von Brentano; the Ministers von Merkatz, 
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Oberlander and Wtirmeling; Federal Vice President Dr. Jager; the 
ex-Prime Minister of Lower Saxony, Herr Hellwege; the Bavarian 
Minister of Agriculture, Herr Hundhammer; numerous other influ- 
ential deputies to the Federal Parliament of the Christian Democra- 
tic Union (CDU) and the German Reich Party (DP); the Presidents 
of the Federal Law Court, the Federal Constitutional Court, the As- 
sociation of Fellow Countrymen; archbishops, bishops, abbots, pre- 
lates and priests, nobles, financiers and landlords. The West German 
Chancellor is one of the most active promoters of this institution. 


Its aims are shown in particular by the activities of the “European 
Documentary and Information Centre”; this body, which is particu- 
larly active in West Germany, was founded in the autumn of 1957 by 
the “Occidental Academy”. It is intended as a European cover organ- 
isation of clerical fascist circles in western Europe. Its headquarters 
were established in Madrid in the presence of Federal Minister 
von Merkatz and Federal Vice President Dr. Jager. The “Centre” 
is presided over by Otto von Habsburg, who is known for his colo- 
nialist claims. 


The 7th Congress of the European Documentary and Information 
Centre held in July 1958 at the-Spanish convent of San Lorenzo de 
El Escorial near Madrid, under the heading: “European and African 
Solidarity”, exposed the “Occidental Academy” and its crusader- 
ideclogists before the eyes of the world as brutal colonialists. (Report 
on the Congress in “Rheinischer Merkur”, Cologne, July 18th 1958) 


Main speakers included Federal Minister von Merkatz, Federal 
Vice President Dr. Richard Jager (CDU), CDU deputy to the Federal 
Parliament Paul Leverkiin and Otto von Pirkham, expert of the 
German Bank for colonial and underdeveloped countries. 


A “Document of the Week” (Dokumente der Woche)*) issued by 
the general secretariat of the “European Documentary and Informa- 
tion Centre” in Munich for internal use is full of pro-colonialist 
contributions. Young sovereign states which have recently acquired 
their independence are defamed in a vile manner. 


*) The following quotations from the “Document of the Week” (DDW) are editor- 
ial contributions and present the views of the “Occidental Academy” and its 
*‘European Documentary and Information Centre’’. Only the sections taken from 
Nos. 32-36, 1959 are by Ferdinand Otto Miksche, known as a ‘prominent military 
writer’ and as ‘one of the best experts of modern arms technology and strategical 
problems’, In an editorial preamble Miksche’s words are described as ‘interesting 
and conclusive evidence’. 
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Obviously: 

“The native population profited by the undertakings set up by 
the whites... The things achieved within a short space of time 
...in Asia and Africa can only go to the credit of the white 
man.” 


(“‘DDW”, No. 32/33, 1959, page 5) 


The independent states of Ghana and Guinea are reproached for 
being “incapable of dealing with their own problems without outside 
aid.” 

(“DDW”, No. 8, 1959, page 6) 


In Indonesia, which the “Dutch colonial empire once so calmly and 
excellently administered”, (“DDW” No. 34/35, 1959, page 2) “cor- 
ruption and maladministration persist”, and the government is dis- 
playing “aimlessness and indecision” (‘““DDW”, No.5, 1959, page 5). 
In India it is alleged that “grass is growing between the rails laid 
by the British’ (“DDW”, No. 34/35, 1959, page 2). The Arab 
Bedouines are described as being “herds of head hunters” and 
“gangs of nomads”. The project to finance the Assuan dam is stated 
to be a great risk, for: “what will happen meanwhile (in the political 
development of the country)?” Libya and Morocco are stated to have 
been ‘‘abandoned to gradual decay.” 


According to the “Occidental Academy” the former colonial and 
dependent nations are “incapable of conducting an independent 
administration of their countries’ (“DDW” No. 37, 1959, page 8), or 
“of solving their social problems” (“DDW” No. 34/35, 1959, page 8). 
Only an “intellectual élite” could continue and promote the “mag- 
nificent work” created by the European colonial administration 
(ibid.). 

“Many” of the coloured peoples are alleged to be “unwilling to 
work, negligent and unaccustomed to our steadiness (“DDW”, No. 
32/33, 1959, page 8). “Most natives” are furthermore said to be 
“incapable of occupying higher positions in administrative and eco- 
nomic offices”, and the withdrawal of the Europeans would be “a 
catastrophe”. Democratic forms of government are said to be the 
most unsuitable of all for the peoples of Asia and Africa, since they 
are not yet “mature”. The universal right to vote would lead to 
“electional demagogy”. The “unprepared masses” would only fall 
victim to “party political propaganda and canvassing.” 


Since the “electors are so primitive... voting would be one of 
the most absurd farces of our age. It would be as though sheep 
were being driven into a stable and made to bleat all at once. 
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Such elections could not possibly be an expression of objective 
considerations, but only of a kind of weird trance into which 
they dance their political witch-doctors in European disguise..” 
(“DDW”, No. 32/33, 1959, page 8). 


According to the ideology of the “Occidental Academy” determined 
counter action should be taken against the national liberation move- 
ments in the colonial countries. Although they are obliged to admit 
that the colonial rule is inevitably coming to an end, they feel that 
this end 


“could have been postponed for another fifty or hundred years 
by a wiser policy; then it could have taken place not in the 
form of a revolutionary upheaval, but in the course of a con- 
trolled and gradual development” (ibid. page 6). 


According to these circles, the colonial powers must under no 
circumstances renounce their influence. On the contrary, they should 
stand by one another; for the usual competition between them would 
mean that they would “lose their influence much sooner than need 
be.” 


The members of the “Occidental Academy” recommend very con- 
crete steps to be taken with a view to restraining the national 
liberation movements of the colonial peoples. They welcome the 
demands of “reasonable whites” for the maintenance and gradual 
modernisation of the feudal order, which facilitates colonial domina- 
tion; this, they feel, will be necessary to avoid risking the total 
break-down of the authority of reactionary tribal chiefs and colonial 
administrations, ‘which would conjure up an irresistible tide of 
social and political revolution.” An authoritative tribal order could 
best “contribute to slowing down developments in a small way.” 


(““DDW” No. 40, 1959, page 6). 


Educational standards, they maintain, could not be kept low 
enough(!): 


“Europe itself has bred those coloured demagogues who preach 
hatred towards the “wealthy white man” in their countries, 
after having attented the international universities of the com- 
munists, following their studies in Paris, London and other 
large cities. No civilization has ever been as frivolous in making 
its intellectual and theoretical achievements available to others 
as our own.” 


(“DDW”, No, 32/33, 1959, page 8). 
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All the more do they praise the “satisfactory military advance” 
of de Gaulle in Algeria (“DDW”, No. 17, 1959, page 1), and they 
“regard as a hopeful sign” the fact that “the losses of the fellah in 
dead and prisoners have rapidly increased in recent days.” (ibid. 
page 4). The plans of Adenauer and de Gaulle to explode atom 
bombs in the Sahara are approved, 


The “Occidental Academy” at the same time calls for the under- 
mining of the industrialisation of the states of Asia and Africa: 


“Does not industrialisation give the coloured world an oppor- 
tunity to produce the weapons which they will one day use to 
fight against the whites? It is a mistake to believe that tech- 
nology can civilize the peoples. Within two decades at the most 
Chinese, Indians and even Arabs will be in control of atomic 
centres. This will also allow them to produce atomic weapons.” 


(“DDW”, No. 34/35, 1959, page 8). 


Fairy tales such as these are intended to contribute towards 
maintaining the economic dependence of the countries of Asia and 
Africa upon the imperialist powers, The nature of these entirely 
unsubstantiated arguments is revealed in the light of the fact that 
the young independent states of Asia and Africa have joined the 
socialist countries, and peace-loving men and women all over the 
world, in sharply condemning the atomic armaments race, and 
emphatically demanding the controlled prohibition of all atomic 
Weapons, 


The “Occidental Academy” is asking the independent states of 
Asia and Africa to abandon their neutral policy. “The main task of 
Europe would be to isolate” this policy “by means of propaganda, 
economic measures (economic blackmailing—the ed.) and in case 
of need even by the application of force.” “It calls for a solidarity 
attitude on the part of all Europeans” and a “consolidated military 
ensurance of this policy, if necessary even by means of violence.” 
(“DDW”, No. 36, 1959, page 2), such as have been repeatedly applied 
by the imperialist powers during the past years and which is still 
being applied in Algeria today. 


In view of all these monstrous lies, allegations and calls for vio- 
lence it should be borne in mind that the “Occidental Academy“ and 
its “European Documentary and Information Centre” do not merely 
represent associations of a handful of outsiders, but in fact are 
bodies composed of the top élite of the West German Federal state. 
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5. Racial Antagonism in the Service of Colonialism 


At the 7th Congress of the “European Documentary and Infor- 
mation Centre” held in July, 1958, at the Escorial near Madrid, 
Dr. Richard Jager (CDU), Vice President of the Federal Parliament, 
and CDU deputy to the Federal Parliament Leverkthn, demanded 
the “education” of West German public opinion in the spirit of the 
colonialist aims of the Federal Government. Jager explained the 
need for exerting an influence of this kind upon the broad masses 
by indicating that the “engagement in Africa” was “not too popular” 
among the West German public, and that people were generally 
“glad to have nothing more to do with colonies.” Leverkthn observed: 


“Public opinion is still unformed and must first get used to the 
new points of view.” 


(“Rheinischer Merkur”, Cologne, July 18th 1959) 


In “justification” of their claims to colonial possessions and regions 
of colonial exploitation the West German colonialists have dug up 
the stale old fascist phrases “Volk ohne Raum” (nation without 
space), “Uberlegenheit der deutschen Kultur” (the superiority of 
German culture), “Deutscher Pioniergeist (German pioneering spirit), 
etc. 


The colonialist ideology is particularly obtrusive in the shape of 
racial antagonism. The spirit is essentially the same in West Ger- 
many today as it was under Hitler: on the one side the “Herren- 
mensch” (master race), on the other side the “minderwertige Rasse” 
(inferior race)! West Germany today is once again haunted by the 
same Nazi ideologists hwo tried to justify the murder of millions of 
innocent people—Jews, gypsies and others—for “racial reasons”. 


Colonialist ideologists such as Professor Dr. med. P. Bormann, Bad 
Nauheim, may openly propagate their demagogic false doctrines in 
West Germany. Writing in the journal “Nation Europa”, No. 2, 1959, 
page 17, this pseudo-scientist draws the following conclusion: 


“The lax attitude of the white world to the issue of colonialism 
will be incomprehensible to future generations.” 


Borman “explains” colonialism by the “coercive laws of nature 
governing the urge for the extension of living space.” An “into- 
lerable pressure of overpopulation” is ivented to make legitimate 
the expansion of German imperialism. It goes without saying that 
the white “master” race alone has a right to expansion! The other 
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races are but the “protégés” of the whites, since the “coloured 
peoples” are incapable of managing their own affairs, 


Bormann asserts that 


“the Negroes are less intelligent than the Europeans... This 
simplicity, the lack of a directed inner impulse for taking part 
in the advance of humanity, the inability to take a leading part 
in the work of their white fellow-beings, all these qualities are 
bound by heredity to the structure of the Negro brain.” 


Against. better judgement Bormann asserts: 
“Up to date the Negroes have not brought forth any scientists, 
statesmen or soldiers worth mentioning.” 
According to Bormann, the “uneducated Negro willingly recog- 
nises the authority of the European as that of a creature super- 
ior to himself.” 


A report from the Union of South Africa, (published in “Nation 
Europa”, Coburg, No. 2, 1959, page 5) campaigns against the “phrase- 
satiated average European, who has the well-being of every single 
black man-eater closer at heart than the security and future of his 
own kindred.“ The author refers to the German geographer and geo- 
politician Professor Dr. Siegfried Passarge, who would hear nothing 
of “exaggerated benevolence towards the black man.“ 


Passarge sees the only way to save the prerogative of the European 
colonialists in: 

“Teaching the black man respect and obedience...and to judge 
him by the worth which is his due, i.e. not as a member of an 
equal race... The black man must be made to respect the white 
man.“ 

According to the author of the above named report, South Africa 
should not be abandoned to the Negro population, which constitutes 
the overwhelming majority: 

“One can only get on with these people by handling them 
firmly.” 

Even minor concessions to the African population appear to 
him as a “horrifying proof of the failing vitality of the white race.” 


The ideologists of the “Occidental Academy” also maintain that 
the “black race” is “the most backward”, and would “therefore most 
likely succumb to the power of the others” (“DDW” No. 34°35, 1959, 
page 6). 
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At the same time a theory of “intercontinental race conflicts” 
is evolved (“DDW”, No. 32/33, 1959, page 5). It is alleged that the 
“rising of the coloured races” was a “monstrous danger for the 
further existence of Europe and of the white peoples.” “An almost 
desperate situation had come about for the white peoples”, and 
communism is blamed for the “wild racial hatred” of the coloured 
peoples. 


The first conference of the peoples of Asia and Africa in Bandung 
of December 1954 and the Afro-Asiatic Solidarity Conference in 
Cairo of December 1957 are described as expressions of a “danger 
which could arise from a racial and social revolutionary movement 
for the maintenance of Europe as a whole” (“Nation Europa” No. 
4/1958, page 6). The development of an advanced culture and the 
formation of more powerful states by the peoples of Asia and Africa 
are rejected as a “challenge to the Germanic soul” (p. 3), and the 
“mass increase of the coloured peoples” is represented as being a 
“mortal danger”. The demand is raised for the “ensurance of the 
continuation of the leading white race” (“Nation Europa”, No. 6, 
1958). 


Federal Attorney General Max Giide of the Federal Constitutional 
Court at Karlsruhe, the supreme public prosecutor of the Federal 
Republic, speaking at the Administrative and Economic Academy 
in Karlsruhe on October 15th 1959, declared that expressions of 
racial antagonism “which did not go beyond the sphere of ideas— 
scientific, theoretical and philosophical ideas—were not considered 
as a breach of the constitution in the Federal Republic and were 
therefore not a punishable offence.” Giide expressly emphasised that 
“views on the advantages and disadvantages, the superiority or 
inferiority” of races, could be propagated in West Germany 
(“Das Parlament”, Bonn, November 18th 1959, supplement). 


At a meeting of the “African Students’ Union”, an organisation 
established by students from Ghana, Liberia, Togo, Cameroons, 
Uganda and the Sudan in Munich, the young Africans complained 
that they were exposed to open racial hatred which led to incidents 
with in increasing frequency. They are refused private lodgings on 
account of the colour of their skin, and are therefore obliged to live 
in constant isolation in student hostels. They are insulted in the vilest 
language and refused entry to public houses. A young medical 
student from Ghana was so badly maltreated in an attempt to take 
part in a fancy dress ball for medical students (!) that he had to be 
taken to hospital (“Frankfurter Rundschau”, February 27th 1959). 
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Unscrupulous elements try to deceive coloured students. In Stutt- 
gart, where coloured students at least have a chance of finding 
rooms, it was established in an inquiry conducted by the General 
Students’ Committee, that coloured students had to pay an average 
of 16,50 marks per month more in rent than their European fellow 
uncergraduates (“Welt der Arbeit”, Cologne, May 15th 1959). 


Assistants from countries of Asia and Africa are paid less by 
West German employers than their European colleagues (“Bulletin 
of the Federal Government Press and Information Bureau”, Bonn, 
December 17th 1959). 


A recent investigation under the title: “Adaptation Problems of 
Students and Assistants from the Underdeveloped Countries in West 
Germany”, conducted by the Institute of Psychology of Hamburg 
University for the Foreign Office in Bonn, shows that examples such 
as those mentioned above are symptomatic for the whole of the 
Federal Republic and for West Berlin (‘“‘Westdeutsches Tageblatt”’, 
Dortmund, December 4th, 1959). 


The official government bulletin was obliged to admit that the 
young people from Asia and Africa complain about the mis- 
trust shown to them in West Germany, which had “recently induced 
coloured students to seek more favourable conditions” in the German 
Democratic Republic (“Bulletin of the Federal Government Press 
and Information Bureau”, Bonn, December 17th 1959). 


Even a Negro artist of world renown such as Louis Armstrong is 
exposed to racial discrimination in West Germany. It was almost 
impossible to find accommodation for him for one night during a 
starring performance in Hamburg, because hotel owners refused to 
admit him on account of the colour of his skin. The well known 
ensemble “Jazz at the Philharmonic” and the New York baseball 
club “Harlem Globetrotters” had similar experiences (“Welt der 
Arbeit”, Cologne, May 15th 1959). 


In many cases coloured soldiers of the American occupation army 
are refused admission to West German public houses and restau- 
rants; there are even examples of an organised boycott by restau- 
rant owners against people with a coloured skin, as recently hap- 
pened in Ulm (“Die Welt”, Hamburg, June 20th 1959). 


Racial hatred stirred up in West Germany does not even draw 
a line at the so-called “half-castes” living in West Germany and 
West Berlin; there are about 6,000 of these children, whose fathers 
came from the United States, from Indonesia, South Africa, Morocco 


35 


or Senegal. Fanatics of racist theories proposed in all seriousness 
that these children should be isolated in ghettos. 


“Certain radical circles in West Germany insist that all coloured 
children should be educated in secluded homes, so as to isolate 
them completely from our society.” 


(“nacht-depesche”, West Berlin, September 28th 1955). 


An investigation conducted by the Institute of Psychology at 
Hamburg University has shown that most “half-caste” children are 
at a disadvantage on account of their ‘membership of a foreign 
race” (“Der Tagesspiegel”, West Berlin, September 20th 1959). It 
is evident even today that the 1,500 “half-castes” who will be start- 
ing work in 1960 will encounter great difficulties in finding jobs, 
although they differ in no respect (apart from the colour of their skin) 
from others of their age (“Frankfurter Rundschau”, August 21st 1959). 


IV, 


The Federal Government Always Supports the 
Colonial Powers 


The Federal Republic has never taken sides with the just cause 
of the peoples, but always with the oppressor in all conflicts between 
peoples fighting for freedom and independence and imperialist colo-= 
nial powers. 


1. Portugal in the Goa Conflict 


In the summer of 1955 unarmed Indian demonstrators who called 
for the integration of the Portuguese colonies of Goa, Daman and 
Diu into the Federation of Indian States, were brutally beaten down 
by Portuguese colonial troops. The German Federal Government, 
which makes use of every occasion to proclaim its allegedly friendly 
feelings towards India, officially supported the Portuguese point of 
view. 

It was thus fully in conformity with the views of West German 
Big Business, expressed in the “Industriekurier” of August 16th 1955: 


“Goa has been a Portuguese possession since 1510. It would 
appear that this long period of uninterrupted rule ought to 
suffice for substantiating the legitimacy of this possession... 
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The population of Goa has hitherto been content under the 
Portuguese administration... One cannot fail to pay high res- 
pect to little Portugal for holding its own and for refusing to 
surrender its old established rights...” 


This statement continues by alleging that Goa “did not have the 
status of a colony” but was rather “part of the motherland”, which 
meant that its inhabitants “were Portuguese”. A similar situation 
prevailed with regard to Algeria, which the imperialists also regarded 
as “French territory” and not as a colony. 


The Government of the German Democratic Republic, on the other 
hand, expressly emphasised in a joint statement with the Govern- 
ment of the People’s Republic of China on December 25th 1953, 
that it supported “the just claim of India for the return of Goa”. 


2. Great Britain, France and Israel in the Suez Aggression 


The West German Federal Government was opposed to the nation- 
alisation of the Suez Canal by the Egyptian Government from 
the very start. “Rheinischer Merkur”, the official organ of the Fede- 
ral Chancellor, demanded on August 17th 1956 that the capitalist 
countries of Europe should “recognise at last that they were all in 
the same boat”. Federal Foreign Minister von Brentano maintained 
the same point of view at the Suez Canal Conference convened in 
London by the Canal shareholders. “Rheinischer Merkur” com- 
mented on November 2nd, 1956: 


“Since colonel Nasser stirred up Pan-Arabian nationalism with 
its hatred of the West and of the Jews, Israel was bound to feel 
more than ever in mortal danger, surrounded by a foe deter- 
mined to stop at nothing...” 


Other West German papers take a similar line. 


“ ,.. without the pernicious role played by Nasser... they (Is- 
real—the ed.) would never have taken on the part of the appa- 
rent aggressor, even in the event of a surprise attack.” 


(“Neue Presse”, Frankfurt/Main, November Ist 1956) 


The “Industriekurier” had a similar “explanation” of the Israeli 
attack against Egypt: 


« ..that the rising nationalism of the Arab states called forth 
the feeling in wide Israelite circles that they would be exposed 
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to annihilation unless timely steps were taken against the dan- 
ger of one day being overrun.” 


(“Industriekurier”, Diisseldorf, November Ist 1956) 


The “Siiddeutsche Zeitung” of November Ist 1956 even went so 
far as to represent Egypt as the aggressor, in complete distortion 
of facts; and on the lines of “The one attacked is to blame”, this 
paper described the intervention by Britain and France as an act 
of “national self-defence”. 


The official government journal “Generalanzeiger” (November Ist 
1956) called the imperialist aggression a “punitive action” by London 
and Paris against President Nasser. 


In the debate in the Federal Parliament on January 31st 1957 CDU 
deputy Lenz stated that Egypt alone was to blame for the attack 
by Great Britain, France and Israel. 


The Federal Republic has for years been supporting Israel by 
granting economic and military aid. Up to the period of the Suez 
aggression in 1956 the Federal Republic had supplied “Reparations” 
to the value of 11/1 thousand million marks in the shape of industrial 
products of strategical importance, within the framework of the so- 
called “Reparations Agreement” concluded in 1952; these deliveries 
have made a decisive contribution to the reinforcement of Israel’s 
military potential. After Israel was condemned by the United Na- 
tions for its attack the Federal Republic continued its supplies, and 
declared that even if the United.Nations decided to blockade Israel 
it would not cease. Various reports offer clear evidence that these 
deliveries included armaments. 


According to information published in “Der Tag’ on December 
3ist 1957 and in “Die Welt” on January 2nd 1958, it became known 
in connection with West German arms deliveries to Israel, that the 
West German general staff had already established contacts with 
Israeli statesmen. In September 1958 the “Deutsche Soldatenzeitung” 
reported that Israeli officers and soldiers were being trained on the 
manoeuvring grounds of the Federal army at Heuberg, where they 
had been allotted shooting sites of their own by the West: German 
military authorities. Recently it became known that the Federal 
Republic has purchased mortar shells and automatic weapons from 
Israel. 


The neo-colonialist aims shown in the mutual deliveries of war 
material and arms by West Germany and Israel, are openly pro- 
claimed in West Germany by Colonel Dr. I. Beer, head of the opera- 
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tional department of the Israel War Ministry. He wrote that the 
Western Powers would have to guard against “the uncritical and 
schematic acceptance of the independence of colonial peoples and the 
principle of non-intervention in their internal affairs. He demanded 
that NATO be reinforced to the extent of “the establishment of a 
general staff and a general staff academy for the Cold War”. (Dr. I. 
Beer “Der kalte Krieg im Nahen Ost” (the Cold War in the Near 
East), Verlag Wehrkunde, Munich, 1959). 


The Government of the German Democratic Republic, on the 
other hand, took sides with the Egyptian people from the beginning. 
In a declaration of August 10th 1956 it stated: 


“The decision of the Egyptian Government on the nationalisation 
of the Suez Canal Company does justice to the national dignity 
of Egypt and is in the interest of its state sovereignty... 
... Peace must not be disturbed by the specific desires of a small 
foreign group of interests.” 


On November 8th 1956 the Government of the GDR declared: 


“The Government of the German Democratic Republic whole- 
heartedly supports the just struggle of the Egyptian people. It 
demands the cessation of all military operations against Egypt 
and the immediate withdrawal of the troops of Great Britain, 
France and Israel from Egyptian territory.” 


On November 2nd 1956, and on February 21st 1957, the Govern- 
ment of the GDR addressed declarations to the West German Fede- 
ral Government with an appeal to stop deliveries of war material 
to Israel. In the declaration of February 21st 1957 it stated: 


“The continuation of deliveries corresponds to encouragement of 
an aggressor and the attempt to undermine peace in the Near 
and Middle East.” 


The GDR also supported Egypt in the form of effective acts of 
solidarity. 


3. Holland in the Indonesian War 


At the end of 1957 when a conflict broke out between Indonesia 
and Holland as a result of Holland’s refusal to recognise West Irian 
as part of the Republic of Indonesia, the Federal Government tried 
to act as a “mediator” in favour of Holland and to bring about a 
“settlement” of the conflict between the Dutch colonial rulers and 
the Indonesian people fighting for its independence. Very soon after- 
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wards, when the conflict came to a head, and especially when the 
West German imperialists began to regard expropriations effected 
by the Indonesian Government as a threat to their system as a whole, 
the Federal Government openly took sides with its NATO partner 
Holland. 


“Von Eckard, head of the Federal Press Department, yesterday 
declared to press representatives that the Federal Government 
deeply regretted the happenings in Indonesia. He emphasised 
that the Netherlands were a close ally and associate of. the 
Federal Republic” (“Der Kurier”, West Berlin, December 10th, 
1957). 


Finally the West German Government expressed its official appro- 
val of Dutch claims by assenting to the incorporation of West Irian 
in the “Common Market.” 


In a declaration of December 11th 1957 the Government of the 
German Democratic Republic on the other side repeated its point 
of view, formulated in an earlier statement issued in December 1955, 
to the effect that: 


“West Irian belongs to Indonesia, and all endeavours on the 
part of the Indonesian Government to extend its sovereignty to 
West Irian will be approved and supported.” 


On December 10th 1957 the Government of the GDR stated its 
readiness to offer opportunities to Indonesian citizens to study in 
the GDR. 


4. The USA and Great Britain in the Aggression in 
Lebanon and Jordan 


On July 15th and 17th respectively American and British troops 
disembarked in Lebanon and Jordan, after the people of Iraq had 
overthrown the dictatorship of the King of Iraq, which was sup- 
ported by the imperialist powers, on July 14th 1958. 


The Federal Republic took part in this act of aggression from the 
very start by making West German territory available as a supply 
tase for American troops, and by allowing British bombers and 
troop transport planes to fly over its territory. 


The Federal Government made the following statement to justify 
the aggression of its NATO partners: 
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“These are not interventions directed against any particular state, 
but acts of support to those countries whose independence 
appeared to be seriously endangered and who asked for assist- 
ance. The Federal Government feels at one with the United 
States of America and with Great Britain.” 


(“Bulletin of the Federal Government Press and Information Bureau”, 
Bonn, July 25th 1958) 


In a broadcast on July 26th 1958, Secretary of State Thedieck 
bluntly admitted intervention in the internal affairs of the Arab 
countries: 


“Tf America and Great Britain had hesitated, the Lebanon and 
Jordan would have confronted the world with accomplished 
facts by means of a revolution, in the same way as Iraq.” 


(“Bulletin of the Federal Government Press and Information Bureau”, 
Bonn, July 29th 1958) 


The relations between West Germany and its NATO partner 
Turkey also clearly reflect its support of aggression in the Near 
East. As a result of the negotiations on July 27th 1958 in Bonn 
between Adenauer and the Turkish Prime Minister Menderes, Tur- 
key was promised a West German loan to the amount of 50 million 
dollars. This and other finnacial grants represent direct support of 
the most aggressive power in the Near East, especially in view of 
the intention to use this money for the most part to strengthen 
Turkey’s military potential. It is generally known that Turkey played 
the part of an agitator in the Near East crisis brought about by 
the imperialist powers. At one time there was acute danger of a 
Turkish attack against Iraq and the United Arab Republic. The fact 
that West German credit aid is directed against the Arab peoples 
may also be deduced from the following commentary: 


« ..there is an unmistakable connection between political 
events and the recently granted generous aid of the OEEC 
countries to the Turks, who represent one of the most important 
nations of the Bagdad Pact.” 


(“Der Tag’, West Berlin, August 6th 1958) 


The stationing of West German troops in Turkey was also dis- 
cussed in the talks with Menderes. A group of 12 West German high 
general staff officers arrived in Turkey on a special mission, immed- 
iately in the wake of the American aggression. Their jab was to 
prepare the way for the stationing of West German military 
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detachments in Turkey in connection with intended West German 
participation in the Anglo-American aggression. 


West German jet fighters would be used to accompany American 
transport planes flying to the Lebanon from airfields in the Federal 
Republic. 


The Government of the GDR issued a declaration on July 18th 
1958, protesting 


“with all emphasis against the Anglo-American aggression in 
the Near East and calling for the immediate withdrawal of all 
foreign troops. It accuses the West German Government of 
having done nothing which might have held up the aggression 
and decidedly protests against the participation of the West 
German Government in this aggression endangering world 
peace.” 


5. France in the Algerian War 


Under various pretexts the Federal Government has granted vast 
sums to France, part of which are directly used to finance the war in 
Algeria. These sums already amount to about 2 thousand million 
marks. 


Former officers in Hitler’s army and hundreds of thousands of 
young Germans are being recruited upon West German territory 
for the French Foreign Legion, with the official sanction of the 
Federal Government. Germans have for years been fighting against 
the Algerian liberation movement as mercenaries of this notorious 
colonial army, conducting gruesome massacres among the Algerian 
civilian population. 


West German specialists are taking part in the development of 
rockets, atomic and hydrogen bombs in French laboratories. The 
use of these weapons of mass extermination in Algeria—to begin 
with their testing in the Sahara—has already been resolved. 


Top ranking officers of the West German NATO army are sup- 
porting the colonial war in Algeria. In January 1957 War Minister 
Strauss, Nazi General Heusinger, Inspector General of the Federal 
army, and other West German officers visited the scene of opera- 
tions in Algeria. In July 1959 the West German General and Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the NATO land forces in Central Europe went 
to Algeria on an “inspection tour”. The West German militarists 
unequivocally took sides with French imperialism, while they dis- 
credited the Algerian patriots. 
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The Federal Government participates in the oppression of all 
democratic forces which stand for the ending of this disgraceful 
colonial war in Algeria and for a just solution of the national 
question of the Algerian people. They stand by inactively while 
French terrorists blackmail and murder Algerian and German citi- 
zens sympathising with the Algerian liberation front (FLN) on West 
German soil. Although the names of the murderers and their bosses 
are known—all traces lead to the French secret service and the 
terrorist “Red Hand” gang—the Federal Government refrains from 
giving up the criminals. At the same time Algerians seeking pro- 
tection in West Germany are refused the right of political asylum. 
Numerous Algerian refugees have already been handed over to 
France by the West German authorities, where they fall into the 
clutches of cruel hangmen. 

The Government of the GDR takes a clear stand on the Algerian 
question. It is sufficient to recall the answer of the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs of the GDR to the “Appeal to Germany”, published 
on July 20th 1957 by the Bureau of the Arab League in Bonn; in 
this appeal the Arab states protested against the support of the 
French colonial régime by West Germany. In its reply the GDR 
called upon all Germans in the Foreign Legion to return imme- 
diately to their homeland. 

In a declaration of November 13th 1958 the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs of the GDR condemned the steps taken by the West German 
Government to suppress the Algerian liberation movement, and 
announced that all Algerian patriots who find it impossible to 
continue to work in West Germany can find places of work or study 
in the GDR until they have an opportunity to return to Algeria. 

The Government of the GDR addressed notes to the states whicn 
participated in the conference of independent African states held 
in Monrovia at the beginning of August 1959, including a note to 
the provisional government of the Algerian Republic; in these notes 
it joined in the protest of the governments of the independent 
African states against the intended French atomic tests in the 
Sahara. It condemned the participation of West Germany in the 
preparations for these test explosions. 

The GDR declares its solidarity with the Algerian people by 
extensive collections of money and material. The total value of gifts 
from the GDR to the Algerian people (from 1957 to October 1959) 
amounted to 2,131,000 marks; the West German Red Cross only 
managed to raise one eighth of this amount, which is even less than 
one twentieth measured by the number of citizens of the two 
German states. 
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V. 


The Bonn Government Promotes the Colonialist 
Expansion of West German Monopoly Capital 


The specific aggressiveness of German imperialism is rooted in its 
efforts to bring its economic potential in line with its _ political 
spheres of power and influence outside its own frontiers. In 
view of the fact that the German monopoly capitalists have lost their 
former profitable spheres of influence in one part of Germany— 
in the GDR—and in other socialist countries, they are all the more 
voracious in stretching out their clutches for the underdeveloped 
regions of Asia, Africa and Latin America. 


1. The Revival of the Old German Colonial Companies 


Before the First World War there were 78 colonial companies in 
Germany with a total capital of 291,5 million marks. Although 
Germany was obliged to relinquish its colonies after the First World 
War, the “Finanz- und Handelsblatt” registered as many as 63 colo- 
nial companies by July 30th 1926, with a total capital of 273 million 
marks. 


Following defeat in the Second World War, German imperialism 
was compelled to dissolve its colonial companies. Meanwhile many 
of them have been revived with the aid of the Bonn Government. 
They are subsidised with considerable funds and now press 
for the return of their colonial possessions. 


At present a whole series of such companies are functioning in 
the Federal Republic, as for instance the “West African Victoria 
Plantation Company”, established in 1897. 


The Board of Directors is presided over by Udo Fiirst zu Lowen- 
stein-Wertheim-Freudenberg and includes the Hamburg ship owner 
Lothar Bohlen, who is one of the managing directors of the ,,Afrika 
Verein”; Johannes Feske of the ‘Deutsche Bank’; M. G. Amsinck of 
the firm ‘Gebriider Warholtz’ Hamburg, and Walter Eisenbraun, 
sales manager and managing director of the ‘Mannesmann A.G.’, 
Diisseldorf. 


Another such company is the “Deutsch-Ostafrikanische Gesell- 
schaft”. A business report of this establishment shows that they 


are partners in the sisal, coffee and rubber business in Portuguese 
Africa. 


(See ‘Manual of German Limited Shares Companies’ 1955/56, vol. 6, p. 7245) 
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This company has achieved some success in the re-establishment 
of its partnership with the Swiss plantation company in Portuguese 
East Africa (Mozambique). It regained access to the formerly blocked 
capital of a million Swiss francs by means of the Swiss-West Ger- 
man Commutation Agreement concluded in 1952. The Board of 
Directors has been presided over by Dr. Erich Keup since 1945. He 
also holds numerous key positions in other colonial joint stock com- 
panies and West German economic groups interested in colonial 
expansion. He is the chairman of the West Berlin registered society 
of German overseas enterprises; managing director of the West 
African Victoria Plantation Society; vice president of the Colonial 
Economic Committee (registered society) in Berlin, and a leading 
member of other colonial economic corporations. The Board of 
Directors of the ‘Deutsch-Ostafrikanische Gesellschaft’ includes Jo- 
hannes Feske of the ‘Deutsche Bank’ and CDU member of the Fede- 
ral Parliament Paul Leverkuehn, one of the most emphatic and 
influential adherents of neo-colonialist aspirations. 


Other colonial companies which represent the colonial interests 
of West German monopolies in the maintenance of old connections 
include the following: 


“Afrikanische Fracht Compagnie AG”, Hamburg, which owns 
2,400 hectares of banana plantations, rubber and cocoa plantations 
in the Cameroons. 


“Bibundi” AG, Hamburg, with banana plantations in the Came- 
roons and dock and railway installations at Mokundongo and Izongo. 


“Deutsche Togogesellschaft”, Hamburg, 

“Molive Pflanzungsgesellschaft”, Hamburg, 

“Neu-Guinea Compagnie”, Hamburg, 

“Otavi Minen und Eisenbahn Gesellschaft”, Frankfurt/Main; 


this is an old established colonial company, set up in 1900 with 
@ capital of 1 million gold marks, operating primarily in South 
Africa and controlled by the ‘Deutsche Bank’ and the ‘Dresdner 
Bank’, 


“Schantung Handels AG”, Berlin W 15, 
“Gesellschaft Siid Kamerun”, Berlin W 15, 
“Kakao-, Land- und Minengesellschaft”, Berlin W 15. 
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The West German monopolies are by no means satisfied with the 
colonial positions which they have retrieved up to the present. A 
considerable part of the German capital invested abroad in the 
past is still confiscated or blocked. West German colonial corpo- 
rations however are trying to regain their old sources of profit by 
the exertion of pressure. The recent decision of the Indian Govern- 
ment to return German property confiscated during the last World 
War should be considered in connection with the comprehensive 
demands raised by the Federal Government on the occasion of the 
pranting of a long-term credit to India. 


(“Die Welt”, Hamburg, November 5th 1959) 


2. The Imperialist “Eurafrica” Idea and the European 
Economic Community 


A West German illustrated commercial review stressed the great 
importance attributed to Africa by West German monopolies: 


“The southern parts of our globe, especially Africa, offer an 
ideal source of raw materials for the industrial regions of 
western Europe; abundant reserves of natural wealth, to a 
large extent still untouched under the surface, a food produc- 
tion which could still be considerably increased and yield a 
surplus for export and finally... a market for sales to 210 mil- 
lion people who are increasing rapidly and whose future require- 
ments will be enormous. And all these things are in a favour- 
able geographical situation, without being separated by an 
ocean endangered in the event of a war, or cut off from 
Europe by an Iron Curtain. There is no doubt that Africa will 
develop into a factor of great world economic importance.” 


(“Vir”’, economic and cultural review, Opladen, No. 1, 1958, p. 36) 


The so-called Strassburg Plan, discussed by a committee of the 
OEEC, was the first attempt at implementing the Eurafrica idea in 
the economic sphere. At the meeting of the OEEC in September 1952 
the West German representative, Dr. Johannes Semler, was the most 
fervent supporter of this plan; he was the precursor of the present 
Federal Minister of Economic Affairs Erhard as director of the 
economic administration of the Western Zone of Occupation. Semler 
called for a West European colonial union on the model of the 
European Coal and Steel Community. “Der Tag”, West Berlin, 
observed on September 27th 1952: 
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“Italy and Germany, who have no colonies of their own, should 
also be granted access to these regions. The urge to launch 
audacious projects in foreign countries has always been a motive 
of large colonial undertakings.” 


This project was to be launched by extensive armament schemes 
intended among other things to intimidate the peoples of Africa. 
This will be illustrated by the following examples: 


“West German authorities are at present investigating the 
possibilities for the construction of German armament plants 
in North Africa or in other parts of the black continent. These 
plans are linked with the intention to transfer essential arma- 
ment centres of the envisaged defence community from the 
immediate danger zone to regions of military security.” Plants 
envisaged for construction included factories “which could also 
produce heavy tanks, heavy artillery and other weapons.” 


(“Welt am Sonntag”, Hamburg, February 24th, 1952). 


“The establishment of aircraft factories in North Africa, with the 
equal participation of the member states of the European Defence 
Community” was also envisaged. 

(“Deutsche Zeitung und Wirtschaftszeitung”, Stuttgart, June 28th, 1952) 


The failure of the Strassburg Plan was due to a large extent to 
opposition by the national liberation movement in Africa, which 
was interested in the preservation of peace. 


The establishment of the “European Economic Community” (also 
known as “Common Market”) in 1955/1956, was a new variation 
of the Eurafrica project. The “Common Market” envisages the joint 
exploitation of the colonies of its member states. 


Numerous statements in the West German commercial press, and 
declarations by leading West German politicians, clearly prove that 
West German Big Business regards the “Common Market” as an 
important instrument for participation in colonial exploitation. The 
West German Minister of Economic Affairs Erhard for instance 
called for a common market of the countries of western Europe 
with the inclusion of the colonial regions, in his book “‘Deutschlands 
Ruckkehr zum Weltmarkt” (Germany’s return to the world market), 
which appeared as early as 1953. 


Federal Chancellor Adenauer holds the same point of view. He 
spoke of the “enormous sources of water power” in the Congo, and 
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of the “large oil reserves of the Sahara”, and described the “Ger- 
man chances” in Africa as being “almost visionary”. According to 
the “Tagesspiegel” of February 23rd 1957, Adenauer held the view 
that: 
“.. an important part of Equatorial Africa has not even been 
explored. The opening up of these regions demands a pioneer- 
ing spirit such as prevailed in the early days of the United 
States...” 


In a radio interview of March 7th 1959 Adenauer made clear 
what he wanted to “open up”: 


“These regions in particular have considerable natural resources 
which have not been utilised hitherto merely on account of the 
present economic conditions prevailing in the colonies.” 

The Federal Foreign Minister von Brentano made the following 
statement in a broadcast over the Hessian radio on January 3lst 
1957: 

“The incorporation of these regions (the French and Belgian 
colonies in Africa) has always been my desire.” 


In March, 1957, a Franco-German delegation of experts toured 
the French colonial regions in Africa to prepare the reinforced in- 
vasion of West German capital, envisaged with the aid of the “Com- 
mon Market”. The 13 West German representatives included the 
CDU member of the Federal Parliament Dr. Serres; the head of the 
political economic department of the West German embassy in 
Paris, von Hake; Dr. Pirkham of the “Deutsche Bank”, Director 
Kaup of the “Barbara Erzbergbau AG” (Thyssen ore mining), and 
others. The commission visited the deposits of natural wealth in 
various parts of French Africa and examined possibilities for the 
participation of German capital. Von Hake announced that West 
German firms were above all interested in the exploitation of Afri- 
can reserves of iron, copper and manganese ore. They were also 
interested in the laying out of banana, grapefruit, rubber, coffee 
and cocoa plantations. (“AP”, April 6th 1957) 


Various voices in the columns of the West German press have 
given eloquent expression to the West German demand for taking 
part in the joint exploitation and oppression of the colonies, The 
“Neue Rheinzeitung” obversed on February 21st 1957 that it was 
inevitable that the Federal Republic would: 

“now be drawn into the overseas and colonial policy of France, 
and to a lesser extent into that of Belgium and Holland also.” 


In connection with the colonialist aims pursued by the “Common 
Market”, “Mtinchener Merkur” of February 23rd 1957 observed: 
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“If the Germans fail to recognise that they are living in an era 
of new giant empires they have lost every sense of historic 
development. Yet the necessity of incorporating Africa in the 
European “Common Market” cannot be understood without 
‘imperial thinking’.” 

The peoples of the regions still under foreign domination have 
neither been asked for their opinions with regard to the incorpora- 
tion of the overseas territories of France, Belgium, Holland and 
Italy into the “Common Market”, nor will they be given an oppor- 
tunity to state their point of view at any later date. The inclusion 
in the “Common Market” of the UN-mandates of the various states 
represents another obstacle on their way to liberation from colonial 
dependence. 

The same applies with regard to the atomic energy pool EURA- 
TOM, which also came into force on January Ist, 1958. This body is 
intended by West German monopolies to be used as a key to the 
sources of raw material in the colonial territories of their partners 
for the production of atomic energy, and to other advantages in 
connection with atomic armament and the industrial application 
of atomic energy. 


The ties between France and West Germany within the “Common 
Market” are particularly close. At the 7th Congress of the European 
Documentary and Information Centre at the Escorial near Madrid 
the Vice President of the Federal Parliament, Dr. Richard Jager 
confirmed to the French colonial partner his readiness to oblige. 
Jager stated: | 


“France is willing to open the doors to Africa to other nations. 
We have already walked in by way of the Treaties of Rome... 
We are grateful to France for having brought its African 
regions into the European agreements upon the basis of equal- 
ity...” 


(“Rheinischer Merkur”, Cologne, July 18th 1958) 


This French benevolence is rooted in that country’s financial 
dependence upon West Germany. The French national budget would 
practically have been bankrupt long ago, as a result of the enor- 
mous expenditure on the suppression of the national movements 
in French colonial regions (first in Indochina and now in Algeria), 
if West Germany and the United States had not made vast sums 
available to their NATO ally. This is also one of the reasons why 
French imperialism is incapable of raising the huge investment 
funds required for maximum exploitation of the colonies. 
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In view of the fact that the French national budget would hardly 
allow for an increase in state investments in Africa on account of 
the heavy burdens imposed by the war in Algeria, a so-called “In- 
vestment Fund for Overseas Territories” was set up within the 
framework of the “Common Market”. It envisages investments to 
the amount of 512 million dollars distributed over a period of five 
years. The Federal Republic will make a first contribution of 200 
million dollars—i.e. 840 million marks—to this central fund for the 
looting of colonial possessions of its partner states. West German 
imperialism is thus contributing almost one quarter to this fund, 
which is to tighten the fetters chaining the peoples of French Africa 
to their colonial rulers. This sum is a kind of entrance fee paid 
by the Federal Government for the participation of West German 
concerns. The money is intended in the first place to finance the 
public works preceding the “private” investments of German firms. 
Investments in typically colonial enterprises are reserved for (pri- 
vate) capital, as these yield the highest profits. 

This explains why in West Germany the demand is being raised 
with growing emphasis, not only for consolidation but also exten- 
sion of the Investment Fund for colonial overseas territories beyond 
1963 (“Stuttgarter Zeitung”, August 25th 1959). 

On March 23rd 1957 Dr. Eichner, the representative of the central 
business management of the Federation of German Industry, signi- 
ficantly refuted reproaches at a meeting of West Berlin industri- 
alists, to the effect that these thousands of millions were “a mere 
waste of money”, by stating: 

“They will certainly pay.” 

In setting its seal under the treaties of Rome (Common Market 
and EURATOM), the Federal Government openly associated itself 
with the intentions of the participating colonial powers of western 
Europe to continue maintaining the overseas territories in a status 
of dependence and subjugation with a view to their collective exploit- 
ation. 

The effects of the “Common Market” upon the peoples of Africa 
and Asia are already evident since they were put into force more 
than a year ago. The Social Democratic paper “Vorwarts” of 
September 11th 1959 drew the conclusion: 

“Neo-colonialist tendencies here in West Germany have shown 
a marked increase during recent months, approximately since 
the coming into force of the Common Market and the beginning 
of conservative speculations about forming an axis (Bonn-Paris- 
Madrid).” 
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3. The Self Interested “Development Aid” to 
the Independent States of Africa and Asia 


The general aims of German imperialism with regard to Africa are 
veiled by the most various plans for “economic aid”. All these plans 
are in fact German imperialist long-term programmes for obtaining 
a many-sided influence in the underdeveloped countries of Africa 
and Asia, with the ultimate aim of accelerating the consolidation of 
power of West German Big Business in these countries. Krupp for 
instance advanced the proposal, at the beginning of 1956, for a 
“Point 4!/2 Programme”, or “Little Marshall Plan”, based upon the 
notorious American “Point Four Programme”. Krupp explained this 
plan by saying that a syndicate of monopolies should be set up with 
the aid of American credits for the increased exploitation of 
economically underdeveloped countries, in which he himself wanted 
to play the main part. The “Bliicher Plan for Africa and Asia”, 
advanced towards the end of 1956, called for the concentration of 
all endeavours of German imperialism to subjugate the underdevelop- 
ed countries, and envisaged a comprehensive programme for the 
acquisition of new markets. 


At the end of November 1959 a “Five Point Programme” on the 
policy of the European Economic Community in Africa was decided 
on by this organisation, with the active promotion of West Germany. 
This programme envisages increased export of state and private 
capital to Africa, extension of sales markets and intensified pene- 
tration of “technical and financial aid”. 


a) The Economic and Political Aims and the Nature of West German 
“Aid to the Underdeveloped Countries” 


The demand raised by West German imperialism for protective 
guarantees of its foreign investments indicates with particular 
clarity what the African states can expect from so-called “aid pro- 
grammes”. These plans are based upon the idea of forming a united 
front of international monopoly capital, in order to be in a position 
to dictate conditions to the underdeveloped countries. This was 
brought to light by the “Gesellschaft zur Férderung des Schutzes 
von Auslandsinvestitionen” (Society for the Promotion of Protection 
of Foreign Investments), founded at Cologhe in March 1956, and 
which on November 14th 1957 published the draft of a “Convention 
on the mutual Protection of Private Property Rights Abroad”. The 
essential point of this Convention is protection against nationalisa- 
tion, which is formally conceded to the countries concerned, but in 
fact rendered impossible. Sanctions are threatened in cases of “vio- 
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lation” of this Convention, which shall be decided by the foreign 
monopolies themselves. 


“Industriekurier” commented on this issue as follows cn November 
28th 1957: 


“Sanctions have been worked into this draft in the conscious- 
ness that a Convention without teeth would be useless.” 


The particularly aggressive nature of the draft is reflected in the 
stipulation: 
“that the protection guaranteed by the Convention... should 
remain valid even in the event of an armed conflict.” 
(“Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung”, November 27th, 1957). 


A so-called “Capital Protection Agreement” with a corresponding 
stipulation has since been concluded on November 25th 1959 
between the Federal Republic and Pakistan, and another to be 
concluded with India is in preparation. 


The application of military force was also advocated by the West 
German colonialist Arnold Schoenenberg in his book published in 
1957: “Der Nahe Osten rtickt naher” (the Near East moving near), 
in the event that the underdeveloped countries of Africa and the 
Near East not be willing to accept imperialist ‘aid’. He wrote: 

“In that case, of course, the situation would be very grave... 
There would be no alternative for the western democracies but 
to take to the road of political and economic pressure... If even 
this should fail, and unléss an effective majority could be 
raised within the United Nations, the western democracies 
would be faced with the vital question as to whether they 
should continue to nurture the snake in their bosom or kill it.” 


In other words, the German imperialists are already introducing 
measures to ensure their possessions abroad by every means even 
contemplating the use of military force. 


Even in cases where West Germany does not attach any formal 
political conditions to the conclusion of economic agreements, 
appearing in the guise of an “equal partner” before economically 
underdeveloped countries, these relations are only conceived as a 
preamble to comprehensive political penetration; they constitute a 
form of modern neo-colonialism. The “Industriekurier” plainly 
admitted on September 3rd 1957 what West German monopolies 
meant by “Economic aid to Underdeveloped Countries”: 


“Those who take the economic lead in these countries will also 
come to the fore in the political sphere.” 
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“Die Welt” observed on January 20th 1958, that: “the investments 
would pay not only an economic, but also a political dividend.” 


Leading circles in the Federal Republic regard economic aid and 
the export of capital as the most effective method at present for 
obtaining political influence, now that all other ways have been 
closed to them thanks to the strength of the national liberation 
movements. 


Hermann Josef Abs, the general manager of the ‘‘Deutsche Bank”, 
close associate of Adenauer and war criminal, is the principal 
spokesman and the President of the “Gesellschaft zur Foérderung des 
Schutzes von Auslands-Investitionen”. Fritz Berg, President of the 
Federation of German Industry and Dr. Robert Pferdmenges, 
banker, CDU member of the Federal Parliament and advisor to the 
Federal Chancellor, are vice Presidents. 


Abs gave practical tips to the West German monopolies about how 
they could contribute towards preventing the economic liberation 
of the peoples of Africa and Asia. He demanded that on principle 
credits should not be granted for the achievement of an “autarchy”. 
This is aimed at obstructing the efforts of national governments 
to industrialise their countries as a means of consolidating the 
independence of their states and of improving the living standards 
of the population. The intention is to prevent, or at least slow down, 
the construction of an all-sided developed national economy and 
above all the construction of a heavy and engineering industry. 
Abs, like a]l other colonialists, wishes these countries to concentrate 
upon the development of economic branches of importance for 
imperialism, i. e. agriculture, the production of raw materials and 
possibly certain branches of light industry. 


Circles represented in the “Gesellschaft zur Forderung des 
Schutzes von Auslands-Investitionen” are of the same opinion as the 
Minister for Economic Affairs, Herr Erhard, who significantly 
attended the foundation meeting of the society and associated 
himself with its aims. 


In a television interview in November 26th 1958 Erhard openly 
showed his repugnance to the construction of steel works in India 
and did not conceal his fear of possible Indian competition as an 
exporter of steel. 


The theses on economic policy upheld by the leading representa- 
tives of West German monopoly capitalism, and by the Federal 
Government, are amply reflected in the columns of the West German 
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press. The West Berlin paper “Der Tag” for instance commented on 
June 7th 1956: 


“If funds are demanded for an exaggerated industrialisation 
the financier refuses to open his wallet. Too many politicians of 
the underdeveloped countries are moved by the ambition to 
plunge into the industrial age with a single leap. In their urge 
to launch mammoth projects they tend to overlook that they 
are not reducing, but only enlarging the most vital problem of 
their countries by forcing ahead with mechanisation... The 
motto governing the distribution of means for the promotion of 
agriculture must therefore be: “From Sickle to Scythe”, and not: 
“From Sickle to Tractor”. 


In an essay published in the journal “Dokumentation der Woche”, 
Munich, No. 34/35, 1959 a publication of the West German General 
Secretariat of the “European Documentary and Information Centre” 
it is stated quite plainly: 

“to make profit from the establishment of industries regardless 
of the fact that tomorrow they might well be dangerous compe- 
titors is a short-sighted and wasteful policy. How is the white 
man to retain his standard of living if everyone is to produce 
everything in a world in which a regulated division of labour is 
hardly conceivable...” 


Helmut Allard, West German director-general of the “Common 
Market” for the overseas territories, let the cat out of the bag about 
the purpose of ‘aid’ given to economically underdeveloped indepen- 
dent states: 


“The point is that developments in these countries should not 
lead away from us... Any help that we may give is not 
motivated by altruism, but by self-interest. Any definition 
presenting this aid as a moral obligation or as a mere gift would 
be dishonest.” 


(“Die Welt”, Hamburg, September 30th 1959) 


The export of goods and capital by German enterprises must be 
regarded from this angle. It is promoted by various state funds and 
directed into the desired channels. 


Cn January 14th 1950 the Federal Government passed a “Law on 
the Promotion of Economic Relations with Foreign Countries”, 
intended to promote the expansion of West German monopolies in 
the young independent states of Asia and Africa in particular. Ac- 
cording to this law the Federal Government will guarantee supplier 
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credits, “preferably in the case of exports to underdeveloped coun- 
tries”, up to a total amount of twelve thousand million marks, and 
long-term finance credits and investments up to five thousand million 
marks. A further law is being prepared which envisages the creation 
of a special fund for the granting of credits to underdeveloped 
countries to the amount of one thousand million marks. Up to now 
260 million marks have been available for this purpose. Credits of 
this kind are also to be granted to foreign importers who are willing 
to use them for the purchase of goods from the Federal Republic. 


“According to estimates by the Federal Ministry of Economic 
Affairs the Federal Republic will be granting long-term credits 
to the underdeveloped countries in the coming years to the 
amount of at least one thousand million marks a year.” 


(“Die Welt”, Hamburg, January 15th 1960) 


West German commercial circles and politicians attribute great 
importance to ‘technical aid’. As from the fiscal year 1956/57 the West 
German Foreign Ministry allocated an annual sum of 50 million 
marks for this purpose, within the “Fund for Underdeveloped 
Countries”. This sum was increased to 70 million marks for the 
current year 1959/60. The Foreign Office and the Federal Ministry 
of Economic Affairs are aiming to raise this fund to an annual sum 
of 200 million marks, which is equal to the annual contribution of 
the Federal Government to the “Common Market” fund for the 
colonial overseas territories. 


The ‘technical aid’ financed with these sums, goes hand in hand 
with the “cultural work abroad” of the West German Government 
(see page 70). 


The Federal Government supports the opening of “advisory engi- 
neering bureaux” abroad, of which there are more than 30 already. 
The “Volkswirt” reported in its supplement No. 29 of July 19th 1958 
that these bureaux had worked at developmental projects worth at 
least 14 thousand million marks, which brought export orders for 
West German monopolies to the value of 8 thousand million marks. 


An association known as “Arbeitsgemeinschaft ftir die Zusammen- 
arbeit mit den Entwicklungslindern” (group for co-operation with 
underdeveloped countries), founded in February 1957 and presided 
over by Dr. H.C. Boden, the general manager of the “AEG” trust, 
is one of the government sponsored monopolist organisations, devoted 
to the promotion of economic co-operation between the Federal 
Republic and the underdeveloped countries, with the aims outlined 
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by Abs and Erhard. Around the middle of 1959 the members of the 
Federal Parliament, Lenz-Tressingen, Professor Meyer, Klingelhofer, 
Leverkuehn, Ripken and Vogel set up a “German Foundation for 
the Underdeveloped Countries”. An interview, broadcast over the 
Hessian radio on July 29th 1959, revealed that this foundation was 
initiated by the Federal Chancellor of the Exchequer Lindrath and— 
significantly—by Dr. Thyssen of the Thyssen trust. This foundation 
is yet another instrument of the West German monopolies for steer- 
ing developments in the countries of Asia and Africa into the 
desired channels, under the pretext of “economic co-operation”. 


b) The Exploitation of “International Development Funds” for the 
Colonial Aspirations of West Germany 


The general chargé d’affaires of the Krupp trust, Berthold Beitz 
made an appeal to the imperialist governments at a conference of 
international financiers in San Francisco at the beginning of 1957, 
asking them to discontinue the practice of individually granting 
credits and loans, he emphasised that this was necessary in view of 
the growing resistance by the anti-imperialist states and the depend- 
ent states against colonial exploitation under the pretext of “eco- 
nomic aid”. He proposed the formation of international cartels and 
financing institutes. The advantage, he stated, would be that finance 
capital would lose its “nationality” and thereby its political identity. 
In this connection Beitz referred to the International Bank. 


Now that the Federal Government has granted capital funds as 
“economic aid” through various international organs such as the 
International Bank and the International Finance Corporation, it 
also became a partner in the “International Development Fund” 
(IDA), a branch institution of the International Bank controlled by 
international finance capital, founded at the end of September 1959. 
The Development Fund has a total capital of one thousand million 
dollars (42 thousand million marks). In accordance with its share 
in the capital of the International Bank, the Federal Government 
will contribute 52 million dollars (218,4 million marks) to the IDA. 


An “AP” report of September 24th, 1959, stated: 


“The International Bank and the International Development 
Fund will among. other things deal with the attitude of the 
industrial countries towards the underdepeloped countries. The 
protection of private capital invested in these countries against 
nationalisation is to be discussed in particular.” 
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The Governments of the young sovereign states in Asia and 
Africa are becoming increasingly aware of the two facedness of aid 
given by imperialist states and therefore of the great dangers involv- 
ed. Today the imperialist powers, including West Germany, are 
trying to obtain colonial profits and political influence by the back 
door. 


4. Export of Capital for Obtaining Colonial Profits 


If the words of monopolists and financial barons could be believed, 
the export of capital to the countries of Asia and Africa is no longer 
aimed at the acquisition of colonial profits, but rather intended to 
set up a “partnership” of capitalist industrial states and econom- 
ically underdeveloped countries. In fact, the export of capital at the 
present period has become one of the most powerful instruments of 
the imperialist powers for the implementation of their colonialist 
aims in the countries of Asia and Africa. 


Statistics issued by the “Dresdner Bank” name a sum of more 
than 17 thousand million marks as the total amount of capital ex- 
ported by the Federal Republic in various forms during recent 
years. (“Der Tag”, West Berlin, June 7th 1959). These data are by 
no means complete. According to an estimate of the “Deutsches Wirt- 
schaftsinstitut’”? (German Institute of Economics) in Berlin W 8, the 
total amount of private capital exported since 1952 adds up to 
14.5 thousand million marks, and that of state capital exported from 
the Federal Republic to 13 thousand million marks. 


The following data on direct investments of private capital of 
West German firms should be accepted with the utmost reserve. The 
statement made by the “Deutsche Volkszeitung”, Diisseldorf, of 
November 30th 1957, may be said to apply in particular to private 
capital: 


“Many sums of capital exported for obvious reasons do not fall 
within the reach of official registration, so that like icebergs they 
for the most part remain invisible.” 


Another reason why statistics give an incomplete picture is ex- 
plained by the fact that the export of capital to the independent 
states of Asia and Africa in the form of loans, credits, advice, “tech- 
nical aid” etc. play a far more important part than the direct export 
of capital by monopolies. (compare p. 80). 
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Direct Private Capital Investments by West German Firms 
at the end of each 2nd quarter in million marks 


Direction 1957 1959 1957 = 100 
Developed industrial countries 

(Western Europe, Canada, USA) $99.2 1,381.3 154 

Africa 89.4 152.9 171 

Asia 59.7 93.6 134 

Latin America 516.4 708.6 137 
Australia 14.4 56.8 395 

Total: 589.1 2,393.1 


(“Bundesanzeiger”, Cologne, May 22nd 1959) 


Despite the inexactness of absolute values, the geographical distri- 
bution of exported capital is still revealing. Statistics show that 
Africa and Asia had hitherto not yet constituted a sphere of invest- 
ments for West German monopolies to the same extent as the 
developed industrial countries or Latin America. West German 
monopoly capital was reluctant to invest in Asia on account of the 
political “insecurity” and the limited chances for exploitation in the 
young independent states, which on the whole wish to keep in 
control of foreign investments. Latin America (Brazil and the 
Argentine) and to a growing extent the colonial countries of Africa 
today take the most prominent places as spheres for the direct 
export of private capital. The French and Belgian possessions in 
Africa are acquiring a growing interest for West German monopolies 
due to the opportunities opened up within the scope of the “Common 
Market”. This is becoming manifest in a comparatively larger 
increase of direct German private investments in Africa. 


a) Africa 

In July and August 1959 the so-called “Parliament” of the Euro- 
pean Economic Community sent a delegation of thirteen members 
on a four weeks’ inspection tour to the French Cameroons, to French 
Central Africa, the Belgian Congo and to Ruanda-Urundi, with a 
view to disclosing new sources of colonial profit in Africa to West 
German Big Business. The delegation was headed by the West Ger- 
man President of the “Common Market” overseas committee, Walter 
Scheel (FDP); other West German participants included the members 
of the Federal Parliament Hermann Kopf (CDU) and Ludwig Metz- 
ger (Social Democratic Party-SPD). Metzger’s demand to reinforce 
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and extend the investment fund of the “Common Market” for the 
overseas territories indicated that West German concerns had great 
hopes in these regions and aspired towards expansion in Equatorial 
Africa for a long time to come. 

(“Stuttgarter Zeitung”, August 25th 1959) 


The following will give a summary of the most important inter- 
ests of West German concerns in Africa. 


West German heavy industry has gained access to nearly all new 
iron ore projects in Africa. The rich ore deposits near Fort Gourand 
in Mauritania, estimated at 120 million tons and mined under very 
favourable conditions in open-cast workings, are being exploited by 
the international trust MIFERMA (Société des Mines de Fer de 
Mauritanie). Ten prominent German concerns, including Krupp, 
Mannesmann, Thyssen, Kléckner, Hoesch and Haniel are particip- 
ating with a share of altogether ten per cent of the capital in this 
undertaking. 


The concession for the exploitation of the iron ore deposits, 
estimated at several thousand million tons, near Mekambo at Gabun 
(French Equatorial Africa), is held by the Société des Mines de Fer 
de Mekambo, in which a West German steel syndicate is particip- 
ating with ten per cent of the stock capital. 


The ore reserves of Tindouf in Algeria are controlled by the 
Bureau des Recherches Minéres. 


“American, as well as German capital interests, are cooperating 
with the Bureau des Récherches Mineéres.” 
(“Internationale Wirtschaft”, Vienna, Dec. 20th 1957) 


The iron ore deposits of Conakry, which are being mined by the 
Compagnie Minére de Conakry, are among the objects of capital 
interests of the West German Hoesch concern. 


The West German Haniel concern and the “Ferrostahl AG Essen” 
have come in on the projects for the establishment of a centre of 
heavy industry near Colomb Bechar in Algeria. The President of 
the Board of Directors of the “Ferrostahl AG”, Dietrich Wilhelm 
von Menges, is Chairman of the Africa Commission of the Franco- 
German Economic Committee, which represents the interests of 
West German heavy industry. This Commission is responsible for 
the co-ordination of the different projects. 


Apart from the African iron ore, West German monopolies are 
attracted by the abundant reserves of bauxite. The United Alu- 
minium Ltd., Bonn, managed to get into two of the three projects 
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which will number among the largest aluminium works in the 
capitalist world after their completion. The “Federal Government 
owned” United Aluminium Works are taking part in the Konkouré 
project in Guinea, which is controlled by the “Afral” study associa- 
tion (headquarters in Paris), and in the “Inga” project in the Belgian 
Congo within the scope of the international “Aluminga” syndicate. 
This latter project is also interesting in that the huge hydroelectric 
power station to be set up for the aluminium smelting plant will 
at the same time supply the energy required by installations for the 
separation of isotopes from uranium ore and for the production of 
deuterium. 


West German monopolies have also managed to push into the 
exploitation of mineral oil reserves. The “Bundesnachrichten” pub- 
lished the following information under the headline: “Federal means 
for Sahara oil project”: 


“Official circles in Bonn are at present considering the granting 
of government means to promote the drilling of oil wells in 
the Sahara.” 


(“Bundesnachrichten”, Bonn, January 8th 1958) 


The “Mannesmann AG” and the Compagnie Francaise des Pétroles 
founded the “Defra-Heizél-Import” company, a Franco-West Ger- 
man concern for the exploitation of mineral oil in the Sahara. The 
Compagnie Frangaise des Pétroles controls the profitable oil wells 
of Hassi-Messaoud and the natural gas sources of Hassi Rimel. The 
Société Européenne de Développement Industriel, in which the 
“Deutsche Bank” and the “Deutsche Erd6] AG” are represented, to- 
gether with the Banque de Paris and “Alfa Cellulose”, is another 
joint enterprise representing West German oil interests in the 
Algerian Sahara. The Federal Government owned “Schachtbau- und 
Tiefbohr-Gesellschaft mbH, Lingen”, has concluded a commission 
drilling agreement with a French oil company. In Libya the West 
German firm of “Gelsenkirchner Bergwerks AG”, and the American 
socony Mobil Oil Co., are jointly participating in mineral oil con- 
cessions over an area of 84.000 square kilometres. 


The African Fruit company, Hamburg, which has branches in the 
non-French regions of Africa chiefly, is taking part in the con- 
struction of the port of Sihos in Liberia. The firm Nordmann, Rass- 
mann & Co. is intending to set up and purchase rubber plantations 
in Liberia and to build a rubber factory there. The “Liberia Land 
Use Company mbH” was established in Cologne as long ago as 1956 
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and pursues the aim of obtaining greater opportunities for West 
German capital in Liberia. 


The Deutsche Bank granted a loan to the Anglo-American Corpo- 
ration of South Africa Ltd. in the form of 5 per cent bonds with a 
total value of 50 million marks. The proceeds of this loan are to be 
used for the purchase of a diamond mine in Tanganyika. Even before 
the First World War German imperialism exercised a great influence 
in the African diamond production; after the defeat of Germany in 
the First World War the same group of financiers, with which the 
German Bank is at present once again doing business swallowed up 
the German shares: According to the “Frankfurter Allgemeine” of 
September 12th 1958, the “Deutsche Bank” has become the business 
partner in an undertaking with almost 100 companies in South 
Africa, South West Africa, North and South Rhodesia, Nyassaland, 
Swaziland and East Africa. 


The “Deutsche Bank”, repeatedly mentioned in connection with 
the penetration of West German enterprises in Africa, is one of 
the most active defenders of West German colonial interests in 
Africa. It is represented by Johannes Feske in the German East 
Africa Company and in the Victoria West African Plantation 
Society, two colonial companies of German imperialism with a long 
tradition. In the Consortium Européen pour le Développement des 
Ressources Naturelles de l’Afrique (Consafrique), a western Euro- 
pean banking syndicate for the exploitation of African natural 
resources, the “Deutsche Bank” represents West German monopolies 
with 20 per cent of the stock capital; they are represented on the 
Board of Directors by the criminal H. J. Abs, and by F. Groning. 


The “Deutsche Bank”, and the Banque des Paris jointly possess 
the study group Société Européenne de Développement Industriel, 
which concentrates, apart from the mineral oil interests in Algeria 
mentioned earlier, upon projects in the French colonies of Equa- 
torial Africa. On the Board of Directors we find H. J. Abs, Dr. Otto 
Pirkham, Franz-Heinrich Ulrich, who is also a member of the Board 
of Directors of the “Deutsche Erd6l AG”, and other representatives 
of West German monopoly capitalism. 


Among the numerous state funds which flow to Africa from West 
Germany, a West German loan to the colonial administration of the 
Belgian Congo and Ruanda-Urundi to the amount. of 1.5 thousand 
million Belgian francs (126 million marks), apart from the sums 
spent on the French colonial war in Algeria and for the colonial 
territories within the scope of the “Common Market”, can be 
mentioned. The Belgian Colonial Secretary van Hemelryjck stated 


61 


that Belgium would leave no stone unturned in order to protect 
foreign capital investments against national liberation movements. 
(“Die Welt”, Hamburg, March 14th 1959). 


West German commercial circles are also utilising the export of 
capital for the extension of their exports and imports. They take 
advantage of the efforts made by African states to set up national 
industries of their own and of their differences with “established” 
colonial powers, such as France and Britain. It is their aim to swamp 
the African market with West German goods and to gain economic 
and political influence at the expense of French and British 
imperialism. 


In 1951 West German exports to Africa had already exceeded 
pre-war levels. 


West German Goods Exchanges with Africa 1938 and 1951—1958 


(in million marks) 


Direction 1938 1951 1953 1955 1957 1958 
Imports from 

Africa 385,5 1,125.3 1,446.6 1,769.8 2,040.7 1,978.0 
Exports to 

Africa 203.1 643.7 1,077.9 1,473.6 1,923.1 1,937.0 


In 1958 Africa was receiving 5.2 per cent of West German exports 
and supplying 6.3 per cent of West German imports. In 1958 exports 
to Algeria increased by 15.6 million marks, which is an increase of 
78 per cent as compared with the year before; exports to Morocco 
rose by 11.4 million marks or 12.3 per cent, and to the Union of 
South Africa by 116 million marks or 22.3 per cent. 


From 1957 to 1958 imports from Nigeria rose by 70.9 million 
marks cr 64.5 per cent, from Kenya and Uganda by 25.6 million 
marks or 15.1 per cent, and from the Cameroons by 4.3 million 
marks or 18.7 per cent. 


In contrast to the established colonial.powers which mainly export 
consumer goods to Africa, West German exports to that country are 
to a notably large part composed of means of production. 


In 1958 motor cars to the value of 474.4 million marks took first 
place on the list of exported items, followed by engineering products 
to the value of 324 million marks. These were followed by chemical 
products, iron and steel products, textiles and electrical equipment. 


62 


At present West German monopolies are devoting particular 
attention to the former German colony of Cameroons, which won 
its independence on January Ist 1960. Demands are raised in the 
West German press for advantage to be taken of the “great chance” 
offered by the retreat of the French administration. The imperial 
German colonial rule is described in the rosiest colours in a pompous 
propaganda campaign, with a view to preparing the ground for a 
“return”. The voices of isolated diehards of German imperialism are 
generalised in conscious exaggeration, but interested circles in West 
Germany are nevertheless quite clear about the fact that a major 
advance cannot be made by means of the old forms of colonialism. 
They rely upon the need of this young state, which rejects all forms 
of foreign domination for economic aid, to build up their country. 
As “Die Welt” reported on January 11th 1960, it was difficult for 
France to grant aid of this kind, as the feeling would—quite justly— 
arise in the Cameroons, that France was intending to conduct a 
colonial policy. In the Federal Republic, however, it was reckoned, 
that an “intelligent” anti-colonialist propaganda would persuade the 
Cameroons to accept West German “aid”. 


“Yes, they are waiting for it; this is the chance for all of us. 
The (West; Germans stand for Europe in this case.” (“Die Welt”) 


The same paragraph of this article reveals what is meant by “all” 
and “Europe” in this connection: 


“,..French, British and other colonial powers.” 


The official organ of the West German Government “Rheinischer 
Merkur” quite plainly stated on January Ist 1960, that the West 
German neo-colonialists should try to gain positions in the Came- 
roons at the lowest possible cost. 


“In the present condition of the Cameroons political and cultural 
support is more important than economic aid.” 


The Federal Government should be quick in becoming politically 
and ideologically active in the Cameroons, for unfortunately one 
could “not play the part of a teacher” before being informed about 
what was going on over there. That is why the Federal Republic 
was in such a hurry to grant official recognition to the Cameroons. 


b) The Near and Middle East 


For more than half a century German imperialism has been trying 
to enforce its claims in the Near and Middle East. It is generally 
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known that the Bagdad railway was intended to “disclose” the 
countries of the Near East as far as the Persian Gulf to the German 
financial oligarchy. In the First World War the army of the former 
Turkish Ottoman empire was commanded by German generals. 


West German monopolies are trying today to obtain that which 
was not achieved owing to the defeat of Germany in the First 
World war or in later days. In pursuit of this aim the Federal 
Republic is taking part in the aggressive policy of the United States 
of America, which becomes manifest in the so-called “Eisenhower 
Doctrine”. Speaking in a debate on foreign policy in the Federal 
Parliament on January 31st 1957, Federal Foreign Minister von 
Brentano said: 


“The Federal Government is determined to support the policy 
of the United States as defined in this statement (Eisenhower 
Doctrine) to the best of its ability.” 


This support serves the realisation of their own aims. This was 
characterised by the “Daily Express” in April 1957: 


“For half a century the Germans believed that they were called 
to fulfil a special mission in the East. They have not lost this 
belief. That is the answer to all the fools who think that Great 
Britain, by withdrawing from the Near East, has made way for 
the states of that region. On the contrary the road has only been 
cleared for the (West) Germans to move in.” 


At the beginning of 1957 talks were held at the Park Hotel in 
Diisseldorf between representatives of West German and American 
business about the West German contribution to enforcing the 
Eisenhower Doctrin. Participants in these talks included Berthold 
Beitz, general representative of the Krupp concern; Hans-Gtinther 
Sohl, general manager of the August Thyssen works; Gtinther Henle, 
heir of the Klockner concern, and Herr Kost, general manager of 
the Rheinpreussen AG, as well as members of the American “Public 
Consultative Committee for Mutual Security”. In the course of 
preliminary talks, Federal Chancellor Adenauer declared to the 
American industrialists, in the presence of war minister Strauss, 
that the Federal Republic intended to ,,contribute its share to this 
political mission on behalf of Great Britain and France”. 


The Lebanese paper “Commerce du Levante” commented as early 
as March 20th 1957: 


64 


“An important exchange of views is at present taking place 
between representatives of American banks and business and 
leading representatives of the powerful Ruhr concerns to 
examine an urgent plan which will allow German heavy in- 
dustry to consolidate and strengthen its positions in the Near 
East.” 


West German monopolies are especially keen on mineral oil. In 
their official organ “Industriekurier” they proclaimed the watch- 
word: 


“Internationalisation of the mineral oil in the Middle East—a 
way towards relaxation of the Near East crisis.” 


International monopolies have attempted to put up a consolidated 
front of concerns and large banks, with a view to promoting their 
interests in the Near and Middle East in a more effective way. Here 
again West Germany is working in close partnership with the 
United States. In March 1958 an important instrument for promot- 
ing the advance of West German and American capital in the Near 
and Middle East was created under cover of an Institution for 
Industrial Projection, known as “MIDEC” (Middle East Industrial 
Projects Development Corporation), in which 29 West German large 
enterprises are taking part. Here again the “Deutsche Bank” takes 
the first place, followed by the trusts “AEG”, Krupp, Thyssen, 
Kloéckner and the “Rheinische Stahlwerke”. Apart from represent- 
atives of American concerns the directors include the West German 
industrialist Otto Wolff v. Amerongen of the Otto Wolff steel con- 
cern, Cologne. 


Turkey is an important base for West German commercial inter- 
ests in the Near and Middle East. It is no coincidence that West 
German concerns are placing a large part of their Middle East 
investments in Turkey. Their aim is the same as in the days of the 
Kaiser, and under Hitler, i.e. to strengthen the Turkish militarist 
clique, the sworn enemy of the Arab peoples. Out of the total debts 
of Turkey, which reached a thousand million dollars by 1958, 
225 million dollars were owed to West Germany. Meanwhile the 
Federal Government has promised Turkey a further loan to the 
amount of 210 million marks. 


Private West German investors in Turkey include: the Krupp 
concern, which has joined with three Turkish banks within a min- 
ing research and investigation company interested in the production 
and smelting of ores; the IG Farben enterprise “Badische Anilin & 
Soda-Fabrik AG”, which finances the production of fertilizers; 
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apart from these Siemens, the Hochtief AG, the AEG, Mannesmann, 
Bayer and other concerns have considerable capital interests in 
Turkey. They enjoy the generous support of the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

The Federal Government explains the extensive public and private 
investments in Turkey (and in Greece) by the strategical require- 
ments of NATO: 

“The voluminous engagements of the Federal Government 
should in the first place be viewed from the aspect of NATO 
strategy.” (“Handelsblatt”, Diisseldorf, November 14th/15th 1958) 


West German monopolies also have powerful economic interests 
in Iran. This fact was underlined, among others, by the visit of the 
Federal Chancellor to the Shah in Teheran in the spring of 1957. 
Conversation between the two statesmen centred around possible 
West German participation in the exploitation of the newly discov- 
ered oil fields of Kum near Teheran. This was confirmed on April 
2nd 1957 by the “Neue Ziiricher Zeitung”. Adenauer was also striv- 
ing to obtain orders for the construction of steel works and power 
stations. 


The British paper “News Chronicle” wrote on July 3rd 1957: 
“Adenauer has concluded an oil deal. This gives a renewed 
impulse to the century-old German offensive in these parts.” 

On April 2nd 1957, when Adenauer stopped at Istambul on his 

return journey, he asked the Turkish Prime Minister Menderes 
about the prospects of building an oil pipeline across Turkey. 


On March 29th 1957 the French paper “Combat” observed: 


“It would be historically illogical if the conquest of new eco- 
nomic markets could not be expressed sooner or later in terms 
of political influence. We do not insist that Adenauer’s journey 
to Teheran be the forerunner to a project which may be 
compared with the famous Bagdad railway. We should merely 
like to point out the problem because we feel that it belongs to 
future prospects.” 


West German monopolies did not succeed in achieving the in- 
fluence in the Iran mineral. oil business which they had hoped for; 
yet developments have been all the more favourable with regard 
to other projects in which West Germany is participating in the 
form of supplies or capital investments. 


Finally the extensive commercial ties with the young anti- 
imperialist states, especially with the United Arab Republic and 
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Lebanon should be pointed out. West German monopolies succeeded 
in obtaining an influence over three large projects in the Egyptian 
Province of the United Arab Republic: the construction of a metall- 
urgical plant near Heluan not far from Cairo (Demag); the electri- 
fication project of the old Assuan dam—the construction is super- 
vised by West German experts—and the Assuan fertilizer works, to 
which the power station will supply the current. Daimler-Benz are 
building an automobile assembly plant. 


In Lebanon German interests involved are represented by Daim- 
ler-Benz, Krupp, Mannesmann and Rheinstahl. West German pene- 
tration in the young sovereign states in the shape of increased 
deliveries, participation in building projects and investments may 
be ascribed in part to the activities of the MIDEC, which has esta- 
blished its commercial offices at Beirut. 


c) South and South East Asia 


The colonialist aims of West German imperialism in the young 
independet states of the Far East are most clearly shown by the 
example of West Irian. The incorporation of West Irian in the 
“Common Market” offers favourable scope to West German mono- 
polies for the colonial exploitation of this part of the Isle of Irian, 
unlawfully withheld from the Republic of Indonesia by Holland. 


West German imperialism is known to have established a historic 
tradition in the colonialist exploitation of Irian. During the decades 
preceding the First World War the north eastern part of Irian was 
one of the richest sources of raw materials of imperial Germany, 
known as the German colony of “Kaiser Wilhelm Land”. The co- 
operation with Dutch monopoly capitalism, which occupied the 
western half of the island in 1928, is being resumed at present by 
West Germany. 


As far back as 1951, Hjalmar Schacht—former Hitlerite Minister of 
Economic Affairs and chief financier of the Nazis, today an influen- 
tial German banker—had stated the aims of German imperialism in 
Indonesia on the occasion of a visit to that country. In a “Report” 
to the Indonesian Government, which was circulated free of charge 
in German and Indonesian, Schacht stated: 


“Indonesia should open all doors to foreign capital, so that 
Indonesian. production, industry and transport be brought up to 
modern technical standards as rapidly as possible. But if for 
instance every new enterprise established by a foreigner is 
obliged to grant a 51 per cent share to Indonesia, every decent 
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foreign undertaking will be frightened off... All expert reports 
and observations reach the conclusion that the present product- 
ivity of the population considerably lags behind that registered 
in the era of colonial rule... 


Freedom is not equivalent with laziness. Those who want better 
housing, clothing and food will have to work for these things..:; 
Punishment must not be excluded. I would urgently recommend 
study of the German Labour Code of the middle of the thirties, 
which considerably contributed the abolition of the class struggle 
and to regular work.” 


(Laporan (Report) Dr. Hjalmar Schacht, Kementerian Penerangan 
R. J. Djakarta). 


Schacht indicated that “Germany might be assigned a specific 
task without doing damage to competing countries... The main 
point is that this task should be comprehensive enough to engage 
a considerable part of the German industry...” 


(Hjalmar Schacht, “More Money, More Capital, More Work’, 1949). 


According to Schacht, the “more refined methods” of economic 
penetration should be tested in India. A similar point of view was 
expressed by the West German “Handelswoche” of December 17th 
1956, which spoke of a “new development policy”: 


“It would appear useful... to begin by conducting the experi- 
ment in a concrete case, for instance in India, and to gain pract- 
ical experiences also applicable to other countries.” 


A syndicate of 36 West German monopolies, headed by Krupp and 
Demag, concluded an agreement with the Indian Government on the 
construction of a steel works which has already been taken into 
operation. Orders for the construction of two other steel works have 
been placed with the Soviet Union and Great Britain. 


The typical features of imperialist “aid” stand out with particlar 
clarity in a comparison of the two completed works, i.e. that of the 
Soviet Union and that built by West Germany. The West German 
works were not only far more expensive, but intended from the 
start as a centre of West German neo-colonialist aspirations in 
India. This explains the insufficient attention paid to the industrial 
utilisation of by-products and in particular the conscious neglect of 
the technical training and qualification of Indian staff. In this way 
the only possible conditions of economic dependence were artificially 
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created under the label of “economic aid”. It should also be con- 
sidered that the construction of the West German steel works was 
only undertaken for the reason that a relevant offer had been made 
by the Soviet Union. 


Even the West German press was compelled by the plainly evident 
manipulations of German monopolies to admit: 


“that Indian technicians and experts engaged at Bhilai declared 
that the Soviets had been very generous in imparting infor- 
mation on technical problems. According to Indian press reports 
the German firms at Rourkela on the other hand took very 
little trouble about informing Indian experts.” 


(“Blick durch die Wirtschaft”, Frankfurt/M., No 49, Febr. 27th 1959) 


The Hamburg paper “Andere Zeitung” asked on October 3rd 1959, 
in connection with the numerous shortcomings of the West German 
(and the British) steel works in India: 


“,.. whether one would still be justified in speaking of ‘break- 
downs’ in view of all these failings. Colonialism has manifold 
forms and methods!” 


One of the causes quoted is the fact that the Indian Government 
had been tricked from the start by the German monopolies and had 
therefore “failed to examine the agreement with the necessary 
care.” 


“Construction work lags between ten to twelve months behind 
the plan. The open hearth furnace which had been taken into 
operation immediately before my visit to the works showed a 
defect and the pig iron works are incapable of casting all the 
pig iron produced... 


The works are already producing a certain quantity of steel which 
cannot be rolled. Meanwhile even the last remains of cordiality 
between Germans and Indians are fading away.” 


Finally the report mentions racial discrimination practised by the 
West Germans in Rourkela, which is compared in its extent with the 
excesses against the Negro population at Little Rock (USA). 


Krupp built up steel works in Pakistan under similar conditions. 
Demag and Krupp experts investigate ways and means of explositing 
iron ore deposits in Pakistan. West German interest in the export 
of capital to Pakistan experienced a marked rise, especially since 
the military putsch and banning of all political parties in 1958. 
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“The obviously increasing (West) German tendency to export 
capital may be taken as a confirmation of the stability which 
followed the putsch.” 


(‘Industrie Kurier”, Diisseldorf, April 28th 1959) 


VI. 


cultural Work Abroad” in the Service 
of Colonialism 


A large number of institutions, societies and foundations which 
engage in making propaganda abroad for the aims of West German 
imperialism are functioning again in West Germany today. The 
majority of these official and semi-official auxiliary bodies appear 
to the public more or less in disguise. These organisations include 
the cultural department of the West German Foreign Office and the 
numerous economic associations. Some of them claim to be institutions 
pursuing “purely” scientific or informational purposes. On closer 
scrutiny their tasks may be summed up as follows: under the pretext 
of “cultural activities abroad”; the training of pupils, assistants and 
students; the exchange of experiences and information; the circula- 
tion of publications and other apparently harmless methods they 
endeavour to promote the expansion of West German Big Business, 
and to. spread the ideas of anti-communism and _ neo-colonialism 
among the peoples of the world. 


1. Forcign Students and Schools Abroad 


As far back as 1949 Dr. Freiherr von Maltzahn, who was then the 
head of the department for economic policy at the West German 
Foreign Office, declared that he regarded the schools and educational 
establishments set up abroad before 1939 as the “great reserves” 
upon which German imperialism might rely as an “indestructible 
fund” for its “future economic and political relations”. Years ago 
the notorious Nazi Minister of Finance and present banker Hjalmar 
Schacht, stated in a French newspaper, that according to his concept- 
ion the Federal Republic should: 


“re-establish the German colonial empire in a new form, for 
which economic expansion alone would be inadequate and would 
have to be completed. by cultural and political institutions.” 


(“La Tribune des Nations”, quoted from “Aussenhandel”, 
Berlin, No. 7, 1955) 
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The completion of capital expansion by “cultural penetration” 
demanded by Schacht is actively promoted by the “cultural depart- 
ment” of the West German Foreign Office. On August 21st 1959 
Dr. Sattler, the head of this department, announced at a press con- 
ference that about 62 million marks would be at his disposal during 
the year 1959/60. This brings the budget of the cultural department 
to seven and a half times the amount granted in the year 1954. 


Other considerable means are contributed from other accounts 
of the West German national budget, by monopolies, church organi- 
sations and other sources. 


This money is used for the establishment of training institutes 
abroad, for paying West German teachers abroad, and to finance 
scholarships for foreign students in West Germany. 33.6 million 
marks are reserved by the cultural department of the Foreign 
Office in Bonn for West German schools abroad. (In 1938 the fascist 
German state spent only 5 million marks on schools abroad.) Not 
only the children of West German citizens living abroad are taught 
at these schools, but also “an increasing number of young people 
of the host country. Some of these schools...cater for nursery up 
to school certificate ages”. (“Der Tagesspiegel”’, West Berlin, August 
30th 1959). At present West Germany is maintaining 400 schools 
abroad with more than 800 West German teachers, They are paid 
by the Special Committee for the Promotion of German Schools 
abroad at the Foreign Office in Bonn; 14 of these schools are situated 
in the former German colony of South West Africa. 


The Federal Republic is maintaining numerous so-called “Instit- 
utes of Culture” in various countries of the Near East, of East Asia 
and Africa; these are training centres for native specialists, who are 
encouraged systematically to spread colonialist and imperialist ideas. 
The budget of the cultural department envisages 6.3 million marks 
for these Institutes, which include one in Teheran, one in Bagdad 
and one in Cairo, to mention only a few. The establishment of a 
West German “Institute of Culture” in Douala (Cameroons) is in 
preparation. In Turkey and Pakistan the Federal Republic is maint- 
aining so-called model estates. 


7.5 million marks are envisaged within the budget of the cultural 
department of the Foreign Office in Bonn for the “care” of foreign 
students and industrial assistants in West Germany from countries 
which used to be German colonies. The West German Government 
admitted that the aid given to young foreign students was intended 
to win new markets for West German products with their aid 
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(“Bulletin of the Federal Government Press and Information Bu- 
reau”, Bonn, December 17th, 1959). 


According to official figures about 10,000 young people from 
Africa and Asia are being trained in West Germany at present. 
Most of them are assistants who are intended for leading posts in 
West German undertakings in their respective countries. The num- 
ber of university students is minute compared with this other 
category. According to a statement by Wischnewski, SPD member 
of the Federal Parliament, only about 220 Africans are studying in 
West Germany, which is scarcely one per cent (!) of all foreigners 
immatriculated at West German universities (“Vorwarts”, Bonn, 
January 8th 1959). 


President Gerstenmaier of the Federal Parliament, speaking in 
his capacity as President of the German Africa Society (Deutsche 
Afrikagesellschaft), demanded that only “reliable” students should 
be trained (“Handelsblatt”, Diisseldorf, 6/7, March 1959). There is 
hardly any need to stress the point that the term “reliable” should 
be understood in the sense of West German colonialist aspirations. 

The ideological preparation of German engineers and technicians 
to be employed in one of the former German colonies is also financed 
out of the fund of the cultural department. West German imperial- 
ist circles are continually repeating the demand that representatives 
of their commercial undertakings sent out to the underdeveloped 
countries should be equipped with a better colonialist ideology; they 
further express their regrets that there is a shortage of colonial 
experts: 


“finally we lack the army of former colonial officials which 
other countries have at their disposal”: (“Der Tag”, West Berlin, 
June 7th 1959). 


2. The Colonial School at Witzenhausen 


Work has been in progress since the year 1955 to revive the “Ger- 
man Colonial School” at Witzenhausen. This establishment finally 
resumed its activities under the new label of a German Institute 
of Tropical and Subtropical Agriculture (Deutsches Institut fur tro- 
pische und subtropische Landwirtschaft) on January 8th 1957. 


The German Colonial School was founded in 1898 for the training 
of staff for the colonial service of German imperialism. People who 
left this school were the representatives of German colonial rule, 
whose inhuman ruthlessness led to the massacre of 150,000 Africans. 
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In Hitler’s days the Colonial School mainly served as a centre 
fcr the training of fifth columnists sent overseas to agitate for the 
aims of Nazi organisations abroad. 


The Association of Old Gentlemen of the German Colonial School 
(Verband Alter Herren der Deutschen Kolonialschule — DKS) was 
one of the principal initiators for the reopening of the school. The 
membership of this organisation includes influential figures who 
pass on their experiences, collected in the course of decades of 
German colonial policy. They entertain close relations with leading 
representatives of the Federal Government and responsible commer- 
cial circles in West Germany, who are supplied by the school with 
‘reliable’ experts sent out to various countries to serve West German 
colonial interests. The weekly publication of the Hessian Farmers’ 
League “Der Hessenbauer”, reported at the beginning of July 1958 
that the head master Dr. Dr. Bieber declared, -on the occasion of the 
60th anniversary of the Colonial School, that: 


“leading forces in the Federal Republic were greatly interested 
in West German citizens being employed abroad, if possible in 
leading positions.” 


Legally the Colonial School is a private enterprise, with the 
character of a foundation. Nowadays the main ‘contributor’ is the 
Federal Government, which for the first time allocated a sum of 
100,000 marks from the budget for 1956/57 (“Frankfurter All- 
gemeine”, Nov. 28th 1955). Further means are contributed by the 
Hessian Provincial Government and by private business. The “Ad- 
visory Board” of the School is composed of representatives of the 
Foreign Office and of the Hessian Provincial Government. 


Dr. Wolfgang Fischer, who represented German monopolist inter- 
ests in the colonial countries as an estate agent before the Second 
World War, and has acquired practical experience in the course of 
long years, was appointed director of the School. 


3. The Institute of Foreign Relations 


The Institute of Foreign Relations (Institut fiir Auslandsbeziehun- 
gen) in Stuttgart plays an important role with regard to West Ger- 
man propaganda abroad. This Institute, reorganised in 1951, is the 
successor in title of the German Institute of Culture (Deutsches 
Kulturinstitut) established in 1917. It officially pursues the task of 
conducting investigations on German culture abroad. The new Instit- 
ute is stated to be “following in the footsteps of the old Institute of 
Culture” (“Hamburger Fremdenblatt”’, Sept. 23rd, 1954). An article 
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which appeared in the “Berliner Tageblatt” on Sept. 6th 1933 indi- 
cated the way in which this task had been ‘solved’ in practice by 
the Nazis. In this article it is stated that the Institute pursued the 
aim of “ideologically linking 40 million Germans today living abroad 
with their motherland... it is intended that all Germans abroad 
be united within a great, firm and intimate community which should 
never forget its origin, and for its part become an exponent of a 
great world-wide economic group.” 


The “Berliner Tageblatt” quoted examples of the way in which 
German monopolies were gaining a foothold abroad with the direct 
aid of the 33,000 associations of Germans living abroad at that time; 
the colonial and semi-colonial countries formed the focal points of 
the activity of the Stuttgart Institute. 


The German Institute of Culture has at all times propagated the 
ideas of colonialism and the aim of the recovery of former German 
colonies. This establishment, which was a breeding place for chau- 
vinist colonialist ideas and aspirations, even under the Weimar 
Republic, became one of the main instruments of fascist activities 
abroad under Hitler. The “Berliner Tageblatt” also mentioned the 
support given to Germans living in Czechoslovakia and Poland in 
conducting chauvinist activities to facilitate the German imperialist 
attack against its eastern neighbours, which was to follow a few 
years later. 


Its official reopening took place in 1951, after having been re- 
named “Institute of Foreign Relations” (Institut ftir Auslandsbezie- 
hungen). The choice of staff would suffice to show how little the aims 
of the “new” Institute have changed compared with those of the 
past. Professor Dr. Dr. Thierfelder, Secretary General of the Institute 
of Foreign Relations, was General Secretary of the “German 
Academy” in Munich under the Nazis, which was re-established after 
the war under the name of “Goethe Institut zur Pflege der deut- 
schen Sprache im Ausland”. 


At the 7th general meeting of the “Deutsche Akademie” in 1933, 
Thierfelder praised Hitler and fascism. He unconditionally subord- 
inated the Academy to the aims of Hitler’s party; in 1934 he followed 
instructions of the Reich Ministry of the Interior and the Reich 
Propaganda Ministry to force Professor Friedrich von Miller, then 
President of the Academy and rather moderate in his political 
outlook, to resign. 


Professor Dr. Dr. Thierfelder, one of the pace-makers of fascism, 
is today continuing his activities at the Institute of Foreign Relations. 
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As an instrument of the Foreign Office, the Institute invites for- 
eign students, including students from the underdeveloped countries, 
to take part in courses and lectures in West Germany; it arranges 
lectures in West Germany and abroad, supplies German institutions 
abroad with publications, and gives advice to German emigrants 
with a view to recruiting them as vanguard fighters of West Ger- 
man monopolist interests. 


The Institute receives generous financial support from West Ger- 
man concerns, the Foreign Office and the Provincial Government 
of Baden-Wtirtemberg, in order to facilitate its activities, which are 
directed towards ideological, political and economic infiltration in 
other countries. The members of the Presiding Board of the Institute 
include Dr. Dr. Ernst Ewald Kunckel of the Federation of German In- 
dustry and Victor Maurer of the Siemens concern; members of the In- 
stitute include Dr. Dr. eng. Fritz Ko6necke, general manager of the 
Daimler-Benz co., Stuttgart, and Otto Andreas Friedrich, general 
manager of the Phoenix rubber works, Hamburg. The general man- 
agement includes Senior Government Councillor Dr. Walter Burian 
of the Ministry of the Interior; Kurt Baumeister of the Bosch trust, 
Stuttgart; director Dr. K. August Maerz of the German linoleum 
works, Bietigheim, and others. Some of these are the same repre- 
sentatives of monopoly capitalism who have the leading word in 
the colonial companies, in the society for the promotion of protection 
of foreign investments and other colonialist associations of big 
business. 


4. The “Goethe Institute for the Promotion of the 
German Language Abroad” 


The “Goethe Institut zur Forderung der deutschen Sprache im 
Ausland” (Goethe Institut for the Promotion of the German Lan- 
guage Abroad) in Munich, with an extensive network of branches 
abroad, stands out as one of the main instruments of West German 
imperialism for infiltration into other countries. It is the offspring 
of the notorious “Deutsche Akademie” in Munich, which was founded 
in 1932 and which functioned under Hitler as one of the numerous 
centres for the training of the brown-shirt Fifth Columnists. 


The Goethe Institute sends teachers and lecturers with a special 
training for the fulfilment of ideological tasks of that kind into other 
countries, where they teach the German language at schools, uni- 
versities and other establishments maintained there by West Ger- 
many. 
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“Die Deutsche Zeitung und Wirtschaftszeitung”, Stuttgart, of April 
13th 1957 expressly emphasised that “the underdeveloped countries, 
the Common Market and the economic, scientific and technical tasks 
of world importance beyond the scope of the Common Market” con- 
fronted the Goethe Institute with vital “problems of linguistic work”. 
The Institute was stated to be faced with the problem of conducting 
its “cultural foreign policy” less obviously than in the past, with 
the aim of veiling its true aims. 


According to an utterance by the well known German philosopher 
Karl Vossler the Goethe Institute has a reputation for acting on 
the principle that overseas customers “could be persuaded by 
acquaintance with Goethe and Beethoven to place orders for larger 
deliveries of steam ploughs or engines with the motherland of our 
cultural heroes.” 


In view of the fact that the costs of a single university teaching 
post abroad amount to about 10,000 marks, it can be seen that the 
Institute, with its comprehensive sphere of activities, must have at 
its disposal a fund of millions of marks. Its financial sponsors 
include the Foreign Office in Bonn, the Province of Bavaria, the 
city of Munich and West German concerns interested in the foreign 
relations of the Institute. 


5. The Association for German Culture Abroad (VDA) 


The VDA (Verein ftir das Deutschentum im Ausland) was revived 
in April 1955 by Dr. Fritz J. Berthold, a solicitor living in Munich. 
It is continuing the inglorious tradition of the organisation of that 
name founded in 1881, which has always been known in Germany 
and among Germans living abroad as an instrument of chauvinist 
and colonialist propaganda. 


The VDA was an organ of fascist propaganda even before Hitler 
came to power, and its branch establishments abroad were centres 
of the nazi party. After 1933 the VDA officially became a nazi 
organisation. It came under the “Volksdeutsche Mittelstelle” (centre 
for Germans abroad), headed by SS senior group leader Lorenz. 


(“Deutscher Anzeiger”, Munich, July 15th 1959) 


Provincial official for German Culture Abroad, nazi ‘Gauleiter’ 
and one of the leading members of the VDA under Hitler was CDU 
Federal Minister Herr Oberlinder, a man responsible for the murder 
of thousands of innocent people in the countries of eastern Europe. 
Now as before it is the declared aim of Oberlainder to “colonise 
and Germanise” foreign countries. 
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As early as 1952 leading representatives of the Nazi VDA tried 
to revive this organisations. These mainly included former leading 
VDA members who had in the meantime joined the Kyfihauser 
Association, a neo-fascist organisation of German militarists which 
cultivates outdated monarchist traditions. Their first attempt failed 
because in those days the Federal Republic still felt obliged to pay 
attention to the criticism of democratic world opinion. 


By 1955 these considerations had already been cast aside and res- 
ponsible circles in the Federal Republic even felt that the VDA, 
which had just been revived, was “too soft” in its policy. The For- 
eign Office in Bonn displayed a “certain reserve” without however 
taking direct action (“Stiddeutsche Zeitung”, Munich, June 6th and 
7th 1959), and the Federal Ministry of the Interior even worked 
openly against the VDA and its “moderate” President Dr. Berthold, 
an “outsider”, who at first refrained from drawing in the Kyffhauser 
clique on the revival of the organisation. 


The Federation of German Industry, the central organisation of 
West German monopolies, and the German Industrial Institute 
maintained by the Federation in Cologne, put the VDA upon a list 
of “associations unworthy of donations”. 


In the interest of economic reconstruction the management of the 
VDA established contacts with those forces who had determined 
the course of the old VDA in Hitler’s days, and who appeared as 
the most appropriate mediators for obtaning the required financial 
support of the Federation of German Industry and the Federal 
Government. 

In November 1958 a new Board of Directors was appointed under 
the presidency of Dr. Hans Egedi, with Dr. Berthold as Vice Pre- 
sident. Egedi is closely associated with the Federal Government. He 
used to be President of the Federal Administrative Court and before 
that Ministerial Director and head of the political department of 
the Federal Ministry of the Interior. Dr. Everhardt Bungartz, a 
Munich industrialist and representative of the Federation of Ger- 
man Industry, was appointed Treasurer of the VDA. These men 
belong to “industrialist circles to whom the VDA known throughout 
the world appeared as the most suitable platform for the promul- 
gation of German economic interests” (“Hannoversche Presse”, 
July 18th/19th 1959). 

The road was now clear for the new extreme right-wing VDA 
directors to push aside and ultimately oust the reorganisers of 1955, 
since they were able to rely upon the backing of West German big 
business and the Federal Government. In May 1959 11 of the 
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“moderate VDA élite” left the organisation which they had revived. 
Berthold was expelled from the VDA, even though a court decision 
had annulled the accusations made against him by his adversaries 
in the VDA. 

At the general meeting of the VDA on September 20th 1959 Dr. 
Hans Egedi was re-elected President, which consolidated the predo- 
minance in the VDA of the die-hard chauvinists, colonialists and 
German monopolists pushing towards the world market. 

With the new Board of Directors the VDA was considered “worthy 
of donations”. On July 12th 1959 the “Welt”, Hamburg, reported 
that the VDA was “heading towards better financial prospects”: 

“Optimists... think that the new VDA leaders have better 
access to solvent industrial circles than their predecessors. They 
are also thought to have favourable contacts with the Federal 
Ministry of the Interior and the Foreign Office, both of which 
had shown the utmost reserve since 1955.” 

Ex-Chancellor of the Reich Dr. Luther outlined the dangers arising 
from. the recent development of the VDA: 

“In the same wey as Hitler once misused Germans living abroad 
as the Fifth Column of Nazist infiltration, the same people, if 
patronised by German industry, might today be regarded abroad 
as a Fifth Column preparing an economic fight.” 
(“Hannoversche Presse”, July 18th/19th 1959) 


VII. 


The Misuse of Christian Missionary Societies 
for Colonialist Activities 


Christian missionary societies have repeatedly been misused for 
colonialist aims in ‘the course of history. German missions too have 
functioned as pioneers of colonialism. 

The turbulent growth of the liberation movement has stirred 
up intensified activity on the part of the Christian Church. As in 
the past some of the missionaries sent out by West Germany are 
once again actively supporting the campaign of imperialism in 
defence of its colonial positions. According to the Social Democratic 
paper “Vorwarts” of September llth 1959, a number of West Ger- 
man missionary societies represent a point of view “which boils 
down to the clear intention to suppress all African independence 
movements”, 
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About 2,500 West German missionaries are at present operating 
in Africa, the centre of German missionary work. Their number is 
constantly increasing and has already surpassed pre-war levels. 


The Occidental Academy, which is represented, apart from influ- 
ential members of the Federal Government, by high dignitaries of 
the church such as Dr. Lorenz Jaeger, archbishop of Paderborn; Dr. 
Josef Schréffner, bishop of Eichstatt; Professor Dr. Hugo von Lang, 
abbot of St. Bonifaz; Basilius Ebel, abbot of Maria Laach and Dr. 
Wilhelm Stahlin, ex-bishop of Oldenburg, raised the call in its 
internal information bulletin for: “the psychological enlighten- 
ment of the coloured peoples by means of propaganda and educa- 
tion” (“Dokumentation der Woche”, Munich, No. 36, 1959, p. 2). 


Christian missionaries are asked to influence the colonial peoples 
in such a way as to promote the maintenance of existing conditions 
of exploitation. The struggle against the independence movement of 
the colonial peoples—“against the advance of extreme nationalism 
and leftist propaganda”—is described as the “crucial test” of 
Christianity (ibid. No 40, 1959, p. 10). At the same time they demand 
that the church should carefully conceal its policy, so as to prevent 
the colonial peoples from recognising the church as a “promulgator 
of white interests and a defender of foreign occupation” (ibid.). 


The Catholic missionary society of the Holy Spirit, whose sphere 
of activities in Africa lies south of the Sahara, published a contrib- 
ution by Father J. Rieht in its information bulletin “Echo aus 
Mission und Heimat”, Neuss, of July 1959, which fully corresponded 
to the colonialist tasks set forth by the Occidental Academy; the 
author repeatedly referred to the arguments propounded by the 
theorists of colonialism to the effect that the African peoples would 
continue to be dependent upon “white leadership” in the future. 
Other conceptions are regarded as mere slogans of a “minority of 
ambitious leaders” in Africa. All that the representatives of the 
African independence movement could do was to “play” with words 
such as freedom and independence. “They boast, rave and make 
great promises”. In truth the Black Man was stated to be “quite 
content”. If the Africans were asked, they would “reply in a whis- 
per” that they did not want independence and freedom. This the 
missionary Father asserted, was quite natural: for if causes and 
effects were “viewed objectively”, the Black Man owed all his 
“prosperity, health and education” to the White Man. 


Gustav Adolf Gedat, CDU member of the Federal Parliament who 
has for several decades been doing missionary work in Africa, 
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expressed it even more bluntly in a book which appeared in 1954. 
This man, who was one of the most notorious racial propagandists 
under Hitler, wrote: 


“The White Man needs Africa. This continent has become an 
outpost for Europe which we simply could not renounce, espec- 
ially since we lost Asia through our own fault. Africa is so 
immensely important for Europe that we must not abandon it 
in our own interest. It would be foolish not to see or not to 
want to recognise this fact. Yet we should not pretend we were 
solely moved by the desire to help Africa—a formulation fre- 
quently met with in the past and the hypocrisy of which has done 
us an ill turn. We need this continent for the salvation of Europe 
and because we need it we cannot surrender it to others, if for 
no other reason but that of self-preservation.” 


(Gustav Adolf Gedat, “Europas Zukunft liegt in Afrika”, 
published by J. F. Steinkopf, Stuttgart, 1954, p. 56) 


Martin Schlunk, a leading representative of the Protestant Mis- 
sion in West Germany, pines for the days when German mission- 
aries were still able freely to prepare the ground for colonial ex- 
ploitation by German imperialism: 


“Not that colonial missionary work was unjust or a wrong 
development. No, indeed, it is quite justified and even necessary, 
and the German Mission too can look back with a good conscience 
to the days when it was able fully to devote itself to the Ger- 
man idea.” (Martin Schlunk, “Die Weltmission der Kirche 
Christi” Stuttgart, 1951, p. 195) 


Schlunk garnished his tyrant’s lingo with the halo of “Christian- 
ity” and defamed the national liberation movement of the colonial 
peoples as “struggle of the races”, 


“This is the great conflict between east and west, between the 
yellow and the white race. That is why everything will depend 
upon the help given to Christianity in its fight for supremacy” 
(ibid. p. 310). 


The majority of Christians sharply condemn the misuse of reli- 
gious teachings for the justification of oppression and violence. Belie- 
vers in all countries of Africa and Asia have drawn the consequen- 
ces from the colonialist activities of imperialism in the garb of 
missionaries by taking to the formation of national churches and by 
actively participating in the struggle against colonial domination. 
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VIII. 


The Cultivation of Colonial Chauvinist Traditions 


The old colonialist traditional associations have once again sprung 
up in West Germany. Imperial colonial officers, colonial officials 
and other surviving participants in the crimes perpetrated up to 
1918 in the German colonies have once again set up their own 
organisations. 


Ex-General Paul von Lettow-Vorbeck 


Central figures whose names repeatedly crop up in connection 
with the cultivation of colonialist “traditions” of German imperial- 
ism include Paul von Lettow-Vorbeck and the Duke Adolf Friedrich 
von Mecklenburg. 


Lettow-Vorbeck is known to the world as a leading representative 
of the imperial German colonial army. In 1901 he took part in beat- 
ing down the revolutionary movement in China (Boxer Rebellion); 
from 1904—1906 he was aide-de-camp of the commander of German 
colonial troops in South West Africa, where he took part in the 
massacre of the Herero and Hottentot native populations; during 
the First World War he was in command of the German colonial 
troops in East Africa, where he sacrificed the lives of many thou- 
sands of Africans, Indians, Britains and Germans as a result of his 
senseless fighting. 


After the First World War he was a general in the German army 
and beat down the revolutionary movement in Hamburg with 
brutal force on the orders of German reaction, mowing down inno- 
cent German citizens. 


In 1953 Lettow-Vorbeck, who has for years been reporting in 
books and lectures in West Germany on his “experiences” in Africa, 
returned to “his” battle fields in Africa with the aid of the South 
African Government, making propaganda for a greater West Ger- 
man participation in the “management of African problems”. He 
was accompanied by two experts of West German monopolies feat- 
uring as journalists, who were charged to make use of the close 
ties of the former colonial general with influential fascist circles 
in the Union of South Africa, and particularly of his personal 
friendship of long standing with the racists and dictators Smuts 
and Malan. 
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Duke Adolf Friedrich zu Mecklenburg 


One of the leading German colonial chauvinists, who took part 
in several expeditions to Africa at the beginning of our century, 
which also took him to regions beyond the German colonial ad- 
ministration, is Duke Adolf Friedrich zu Mecklenburg. Officially 
these travels served economic aims, their secret purpose however 
was to help the further expansion of the colonial rule of German 
imperialism. 


The “Hauptverband Deutscher Flottenvereine im Ausland” (cen- 
tral association of German naval societies abroad) was an organi- 
sation founded in 1898 with the same aims, presided over by the 
same duke Adolf Friedrich zu Mecklenburg. The association influ- 
enced Germans abroad to make voluntary contributions to the 
financing of ships to be built for the imperial fleet, which formed 
the military backbone of colonial conquests. 


In 1912 he was appointed governor of the German colony of Togo 
on account of his aristocratic connections and his knowledge of 
colonial affairs. 


After the First World War he joined the ranks of those who 
called for the return of the German colonies to the German Reich 
and headed the chauvinist association known as “Kolonialkrieger- 
dank”. This incorrigible colonial chauvinist, who was awarded the 
“Large Cross of Merit with Stars and Insignia of the Order of 
Merit of the Federal Republic”, today still maintains close links 
with colonialist organisations. 


Association of East Africans 


An Association of East Africans (Vereinigung der Ostafrikaner) 
has come up again in West Germany, as though the wheel of history 
had come to a stop some decades ago. In fact not a single East 
African is represented in this organisation, which on the other hand 
is teeming with the oppressors and murderers of the people of 
East Africa. On the call of the former commander-in-chief of the 
German colonial troops in East Africa, general Paul von Lettow- 
Vorbeck, this association rallied together all the old “comrades-in- 
arms” at a large-scale meeting “for auld lang syne”. Swept off the 
ground in an ecstasy of old memories, the defeated imperial German 
colonialists raved about the “incredible exploits of a handful of 
Whites and Askaris”. (“Hamburger Anzeiger”, May 11th 1953) 
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Association of Former Members of the German “Afrika Korps” 


Apart from many other associations of former members of the 
nazi army, the chauvinist members of the former “Afrika Korps” 
have also formed a new organisation. The “Association of Former 
Members of the German Afrika Korps” (Vereinigung ehemaliger 
Angehoriger des Deutschen Afrika Korps) founded in 1951 and 
headed by the former Korps commander and successor of Rommel, 
General Ludwig Griihwell, glorifies the role of the fascist Africa 
troops, which is known to have served the aim of enforcing the 
colonial interests of German imperialism in Africa. The association 
maintains close connections with imperial German colonialist circles, 
some of whom occupied leading positions in Hitler’s Africa troops, 
as for instance the well known officer of the imperial German army 
in Africa, Willy Schultze-Dewitz, who was commander of Rommel’s 
Africa Korps HQ in the Second World War. 


The close co-operation between German colonial militarists of 
the era of the Kaiser and of Hitler’s days is clearly reflected by 
the example of General Paul von Lettow-Vorbeck, who was ad- 
mitted together with other retired colonial officers to the Asso- 
ciation of Former Members of the German “Afrika Korps”. 


German Soldier’s Calendar Glorifies Colonialist Crimes 


A multitude of publications have been issued, partly with the 
direct aid of the Federal Government, aimed at the “cultivation” 
of colonial chauvinist “traditions”. Many books have appeared in 
recent times which still glorify the militarist actions of German 
imperialism in pursuit of its colonialist aims; or in which former 
colonial officials wallow in memories of the “good old days” in 
Africa. One of these authors is Dr. Oskar Hintrager, from 1906—1914 
first secretary of the “imperial government” and vice governor of 
South West Africa. In his introduction he emphasised that his colo- 
nial chauvinistic book “Stidwestafrika in der deutschen Zeit” (South 
West Africa in the German era), published by Kommissionsverlag 
R. Oldenburg, 2nd edition, Munich 1956, was written “with the kind 
assistance of the (West) German ambassador in the Union of South 
Africa, Herr Rudolf H. I. Holzhausen”. 


In the annual editions of the “Deutscher Soldatenkalender” (Ger- 
man soldiers’ calendar) published by Schildverlag, Munich, the most 
important dates in German colonial history are marked as “Days 
of Commemoration” under the motto: 

“History and Tradition are Pledges for the Present and Future” 
(“Deutscher Soldatenkalender” 1957, p. 8) 
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The following are only a few examples of the “Days of Comme- 

moration” of German colonial history: 

March 31st: “1907—Armistice in German South West Africa”, 

June 23rd: “1942—Africa Korps crossed Egyptian frontier”, 

July 12th: “1682—Second Brandenburgian Guinea Expedition under 
Major v. d. Groeben”, 

Nov. 2nd: “1884—Dr. Carl Peters hoisted the German flag at Usagra, 
German East Africa”, 

Nov. 14th: “1897—Hoisting of the German flag at Tsingtow”. 

In the calendar for 1957, on page 13, the Soldier’s Calendar asked 
the “Gratitude of the Motherland” for the suppressors of the rising 
of the Hereros and Hottentots in the colonial war of 1904-1907. 
While the author fulsomely pays homage to about 1,800 Germans 
killed in South West Africa, he cautiously keeps silent about the 
fact that 150,000 Africans were killed as a result of brutalities 
committed by German cclonial troops. Obviously due praise is sung 
to Hitler’s troops and to the disruptive activities conducted by Ger- 
man imperialism in the course of decades among the Arab peoples. 
In the issue for 1957, on page 136, an account is given of the way in 
which agents of German imperialism misled groups of the Arab 
peoples supplying them with arms and material, in order to utilise 
them for their own colonialist aims and finally to win them to fight 
on their side as allies in the First and Second World War. 


IX. 


The GDR Supports the Anti-Imperialist Liberation 
Movements of the Peoples of Asia and Africa 


The German Democratic Republic is the only German state 
without monopolies and colonialists stretching out their clutches 
for foreign wealth. The political and economic power of these ele- 
ments was destroyed once and for all by the working people of the 
GDR after the Second World War. 


In the GDR the working class, allied with the working peasants 
and other sections of the working population, created new political 
and economic conditions, which guarantee peace, prosperity and 
happiness to the people of the GDR and which are based upon 
relations of friendship with other peoples. People of different 
opinions and different beliefs are living in the GDR, who all freely 
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enjoy guaranteed equality before the law. No one may be discrim- 
inated against on account of the colour of their skin. 

Article 6 of the Constitution of the German Democratic Republic 
states: 

“Instigation to boycott democratic institutions and organi- 
sations, the murder of democratic politicians, the proclamation 
of religious, racial anti-national or militarist propaganda and 
war mongering as well as all other acts directed against the 
equality of rights are crimes punishable by law.” 

Anyone who has ever been punished on the charge of having 
committed an offence of this kind may neither hold office in public 
service, nor occupy leading positions in political, economic and cul- 
tural life. 

In the GDR there are 

no monarchist colonial militarists; 

no one may glorify the colonialist crimes of German imperialism 
or propagate neo-colonialist aims; 

every attempt at founding colonialist and chauvinist organi- 
sations would immediately be punished with the full force of 
the law. 

The government of workers and peasants brought forth by the 
people from the very start declared its readiness to enter into nor- 
mal relations with all states, upon the basis of equality, mutual 
respect amd non-intervention. Contrary to the neo-colonialist aspi- 
rations of the Federal Government, the Government of the German 
Democratic Republic consistently stands for the interests of the 
peoples of Asia and Africa fighting for their national liberation 
and in defence of their sovereignty. 


It is guided by the teachings of the greatest son of the German 

people, Karl Marx, who declared more than a hundred years ago: 
“A nation which oppressés other nations could never be free.” 

The German Democratic Republic was one of the first states 
which supported the decisions adopted at the Bandung Conference 
(1954); which welcomed the outcome of the Accra Conference (1958) 
and which assured the Governments of the independent states of 
Africa represented at the Monrovia Conference (1959) of its un- 
reserved support. 

The German Democratic Republic gives political and moral 
support to countries fighting for national independence. 

The attitude of the German Democratic Republic towards the 
liberation and independence movements of the African peoples was 
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expressed in all clarity in a declaration issued by the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs on February 27th 1959, where it stated: 


“The Government of the GDR believes that the Governments 
of the imperialist states will be compelled to grant national 
independence and freedom to the African peoples. The age of 
colonialism is inevitably coming to an end and the movement 
of the African peoples for liberation from imperialist rule can 
no longer be held back... 


The Government of the German Democratic Republic can 
assure the peoples and states of Africa that the German Demo- 
cratic Republic will continue to do all within its power to sup- 
port the just struggle for national independence and freedom 
in Africa.” 


In their just struggle the peoples of Asia and Africa will always 
find the GDR fighting by their side against the common foe in the 
shape of resurgent German imperialism, which is trying to delay 
the end of colonial oppression with the aim of taking over the 
blood-stained heritage of centuries of colonial rule from other im- 
perialist states, The same forces which today equip their armies in 
West Germany with atomic weapons are to a large part responsible 
for the preparations of atomic test explosions in the Sahara. They in- 
tend Africa to become the experimental zone of an atomic war un- 
leashed by NATO in Europe. All the greater the need for a joint 
struggle by the anti-imperialist states and the GDR against the com- 
mon enemy of all peace-loving peoples. 


The German Democratic Republic is guided in its relations with 
the states and peoples of Asia and Africa by the principle of respect 
of their national dignity, their political views, their economic interests 
and their cultural achievements. All forms of discrimination and inter- 
vention in the internal affairs of these countries is alien to GDR 
policy. The relations of the GDR with these countries are based 
upon the principles of equality and mutual advantage, and conform 
to the interests of all states concerned. 


The GDR has at all times proved its readiness to give every con- 
ceivable aid and support to the underdeveloped countries in the 
construction of their national economy and in the attainment of 
economic independence. In the extensive commercial relations de- 
veloping with states in Africa and Asia, the GDR has taken into 
account the economic and financial difficulties of various countries 
by accepting payments in the respective currency of the country 
concerned and by using this money to the full extent for the 
purchase of products supplied by that country. 
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Apart from the constantly increasing exchange of goods the GDR 
is giving considerable technical and scientific aid to these countries 
in the course of their national economic construction. The GDR has 
furthermore offered places at German universities and similar insti- 
tutions to a considerable number of students from Asia and Africa, 
and has invited others to come to the GDR to obtain higher quali- 
fications at factories of the various branches of industry. In this 
way the German Democratic Republic is contributing towards 
the acceleration of the speed of development in these countries. 


Cultural relations are also increasing between the GDR and the 
states of Asia and Africa. The exchange of delegations, exhibitions 
and ensembles, exchanges in the various spheres of science and art, 
literature and sport, is enriching the cultural life and the intellec- 
tual creative work of both partners, contributing to an important 
extent towards mutual understanding. The manifold and hopeful 
relations of states in Asia and Africa with the German Democratic 
Republic confirm the common interests of all countries concerned 
in the securing of a life in peace, freedom and prosperity for all 
peoples, 
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